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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL INCOMING CALL
DATE: TIME:

5/15/13 3:48 PM
CALLER: CALLER ADDRESS:
MARK TACK AZ

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

I live at South Mountain. I support the South Mountain Freeway. I think it needed to happen twenty
years ago. Thank you.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

May 25, 2013

ADOT Environmental Planning Group
1655 W. Jackson St.
Phoenix, Arizona 85007

Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study

Over 30 years ago, my hushand and { saw a large model for housing developments south of
South Mountain {Ahwatukee). The model showed a proposed new freeway. It was a selling
point for the developers. i

Over 20 years ago, at a planning and zoning meeting, my husband proposed a route for the
freeway to connect with interstate 10. Your representatives dismissed it as ludicrous. Today it
is your “Preferred Alternative.”

Over the last 20 years vehicular poliution has hurt EVERYONE. The congestion (bumper to
bumper, stop and go) on downtown Interstate 10 has made it many times worse.

Now, what are you going to gain by another “study?” Who is doing the “studies?” How much
money are they making? Can they use me, a retired industrial engineer? People who do
“studies” have no incentives to stop.

@ Please, just build the freeway.

C A girtra iy o

Donna Taddia

P.O. Box 578 N
4216 W. Carver Rd. /!
Laveen, Az. 85339 !
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Ron Tafoya Document Created: 6/26/2013 1:28:06 PM by Web Comment Form
| wholeheartedly support the recommended construction of the Loop 202 using Pecos on
the south, and the 59th Ave. alternative. | prefer to see it happens as soon as possible. My
home is near Chandler Blvd. and 17th Ave. which is near one of the proposed exits. | am
originally from the Los Angeles area where poorly planned transportation routes have taken a
major toll on quality of life. Population expansion and development will continue in metro
Phoenix. It will only get more expensive as time passes to deal with transportation
infrastructure. This freeway can be added now, with relatively minimal impact to the
environment and without excessive cost due to eminent domain (property acquisition).
Those against this freeway have no argument. | live in the Ahwatukee Foothills and assert
that my property values, quality of life, and convenience will all be enhanced as a result of
the construction of this freeway. The 50 MPH speed limit on Pecos, which dead-ends at 27th
Avenue is inconvenient. The community will still be relatively secluded, except with the
added convenience of nearby major highway access. Failure to provide better access to and
through this area will continue to box Ahwatukee into a corner and isolate it from downtown
Phoenix. If L.A. is any indication of the future of this city, that commute will get much worse
in the coming years, and providing 2 routes to and from downtown will help. Not to mention,
those who commute from East to West Valley or vice versa would be able to avoid downtown
altogether. There is a clear benefit to building this freeway. | support it, and would like to
see the project expedited.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

6/12/13
CALLER:

PAUL TANDY
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
@ I support the South Mountain Freeway.

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:44 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

20080 W. PINEWISH COURT, SURPRISE, AZ 85374
EMAIL:

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Comment Document

Dong Tang Document Created: 6/2/2013 8:05:51 PM by Web Comment Form

| have major concern regarding building the freeway by cutting ridges off the South
Mountain, destroying parkland and disturbing wildlife. | would consider this highway a truck
bypass largely since people live along the path will not benefit a lot from transportation
convenience perspective. Actually | am troubled knowing that quite a number of houses and
communities will be leveled to make room for the freeway. If such a freeway is really
necessary for re-routing traffic, can we just make the current exiting path of US-85 a freeway
instead?

Code Issue Response
1 Section 4(f) and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Section 6(f) identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
2 Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife
3 Purpose and
Need, Truck
Bypass
4 Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support
5 Neighborhoods/ Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was
Communities conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
6 Alternatives The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve

mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.
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From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:38:19 AM

From: Iptanner1@yahoo.com [mailto:Iptanner1 @yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, May 11, 2013 11:28 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

@ I support building the South Mountain Freeway

Lawrence Tanner

Sent from Samsung tablet

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Rene Tanner Document Created: 5/21/2013 9:21:17 PM by Web Comment Form

The resources to build a freeway through South Mountain should be used on other
projects including increasing the light rain, bus operations and making Phoenix a more livable
city. Adding additional miles of freeway encourages urban sprawl and increases air pollution
including carbon emissions, which are warming our planet.

Code

1

Issue

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Purpose and Need

The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other
statewide projects.

Alternatives,
Nonfreeway
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Alternatives

Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code
of Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement
page 3-1). All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria.
Nonfreeway alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into
account improving existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes,
strategies to reduce travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This
study examined not only the potential impacts from improvements, but also the
consequences of building nothing, the No-Action Alternative). As proposed by
the Maricopa Association of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would
be part of the Regional Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation
improvements such as mass transit and local roads are specified in the Regional
Transportation Plan and were considered during the evaluation of this proposed new
freeway.

(Responses continue on next page)
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Code
5

Issue

Neighborhoods/
Communities

Response

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects

are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore,
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land,
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans
for at least the last 25 years.

Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Air Quality

Climate change is an important national and global concern. While the earth

has gone through many natural changes in climate in its history, there is general
agreement that the earth’s climate is currently changing at an accelerated rate
and will continue to do. Human-caused greenhouse gas emissions contribute

to this rapid change. Carbon dioxide makes up the largest component of these
greenhouse gas emissions. Other prominent transportation-related Greenhouse
gases include methane and nitrous oxide. Greenhouse gases trap heat in the
earth’s atmosphere. Because the atmospheric concentration of greenhouse gases
continues to climb, our planet will likely continue to experience climate change-
related phenomena (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-85
through 4-86). To date, no national standards have been established regarding
greenhouse gases. Greenhouse gases are different than other air pollutants
evaluated in federal environmental reviews because their impacts are not
localized or regional due to their rapid dispersion into the global atmosphere.
The affected environment for greenhouse gas emissions is the entire planet. In
contrast to broad-scale actions such as those involving an entire industry sector
or very large geographic areas, it is difficult to isolate and understand greenhouse
gas emissions’ impacts for a particular transportation project. Furthermore,
presently there is no scientific methodology for attributing specific climatological
changes to a particular transportation project’s emissions. Under the National
Environmental Policy Act, detailed environmental analysis should focus on issues
that are significant and meaningful to decision making. The Federal Highway
Administration has concluded, based on the nature of greenhouse gas emissions
and the exceedingly small potential greenhouse gas impacts of the proposed
freeway (as shown in Final Environmental Impact Statement Table 4-37 on page
4-85), that greenhouse gas emissions from the proposed freeway would not result
in “reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment”
[40 Code of Federal Regulations § 1502.22(b)].
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Cultural Resources | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5049

1 MR. TASHQUINTH: In this EIS report, it has nothing

2 to do with my people. 1In this EIS report, it says about the

3 cultural significance. They don't understand the cultural
4 ‘ significance of South Mountain to us and what it means to

(:::) 5 the -- to the Gila River Indian community. But not only to my
6 community, but to the Salt River and to the Tohono 0O'oodham and
7 to the Ak-Chin communities.
8 You see this basket here? This basket, my mother

9 told me, you divide it into four. You divide it into four.
10 And, in birth, you come to the opening. And you begin your
11 journey into life by going through all the twists and turns.
12 You learn how to walk, how to talk, how to feed yourself. You
13 learn how to bathe.
14 You go through all of life like that, as a baby, as
15 a youth, until you get down here to the bottom. At the bottom
16 you start to go through all the twists and turns of life as a
17 youth. You go through all of the difficulty. You get lost.
18 You stumble around, and you try to figure out how to get out.
19 And, even into adulthood, you go through all of

20 that. Down here at the bottom: The twists and turns of life.

21 You go through growing up as an adult, looking for
22 a job, taking care of your families, taking care of yourself.
23 You get lost in here, those twists and turns, until

24 you get to be an elder. When you become an elder, you come out

25 to the outside on this side. You find your way back, all the
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10
11
12
13
14
15
® |
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

@ 25

way through here, until you come to the very center.

The center of this maze is Mawduc, South Mountain.
To us, that's the center of the universe. That is where our
creator, Siuuhu, he lives there, Elder Brother. He lives in
that area. That's his house. He built this maze to get away
from his enemies.

But in our way, we use this to show what life is
about. That's our culture. That's our religion. That is our
tradition. It's our way of life, what we call our -- what we
say is our himduc.

That is the religious significance to us and our

way, because he's our creator. Elder Brother is our creator.

Elder Brother made us. That's why that mountain is very
significant to us. We hold -- you know, to go up there and do
ceremonies.

There are animals up there. There's the desert
tortoise. There's the Gambel's quail.

There's vegetation up there that's still used as
herbal medicines by our people, a root that's up there that's
used to heal with: the greasewood, shegoi. Greasewood, that's
used to heal. Drink it when you have a cold. Drink it when
you're sick, like a tea. And you use that to help clear
yourself.

There's a lot of places up there that are old

prehistoric trails, where all the Hohokam used to go, our

Code Issue
2 Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife
3 Section 4(f) and

Section 6(f)

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

ancestors. Our ancestors walked up there and did their
ceremonies up there. That's the center of the universe for all

of us. That's where we come from.

Your -- If somebody wanted to go downtown and build

a freeway through St. Mary's Basilica downtown, all the
Catholics would get up, and they would be angry about it. They

would get mad about it and they would say, "No."

That is the same thing. We don't want that. We

don't want that freeway through there. We don't need that
freeway through there. Our people have been here for hundreds

and thousands of years.

When the forty-niners first came through here, our

people were the ones that helped find those forty-niners that
were lost. Our people went out with mercy patrol, with gourd
water, gourd canteens with water in them. They had corn and
melon, all these different things, looking for the forty-niners

that were lost out there in the desert.

And when they found them, they gave them the water

and told them, "Go. Go that way. Follow the mountains back
there. Follow, see where Mawduc is and the Camelback Mountain

and the Estrellas."

Below those mountains are our people, all along the

Gila River. Our people took care of them, helped them.

In 1847 the United States sent their first cavalry

patrol through here. And when they came through here, they
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10
11
12
13
14
15
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17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

asked Antonio Azul if they could trade horses with them so that
they could continue on to California. And he agreed, on a
handshake. On a handshake, he said, "Yes," and he traded
horses with them.

The Spanish garrison that was over in Tucson, they
wanted those horses. They tried to come and take it. They
wanted to take it away from us. Antonio Azul said, "If you
want those horses, come and get them. But you're going to have
to fight for them."

They never came back and got those horses because
Antonio Azul said, "I made a promise, on a handshake, that I
would take care of these horses for those white people that
went through here, came through here. And they'll be back, and
I'll give them back to them."

From that time on, our allegiance and our loyalty
was given to the United States of America. Our
great-grandfathers and our grandfathers, our fathers and our
brothers and our uncles fought alongside many of the white
people from the State of Arizona, when they fought in World
War I, World War II, Korea, Vietnam, all the way up to now, to
Irag and Iran.

All over the world, our young men and women are
standing, side by side, with many of those people. We're all
a -— We're all a part of the -- We're all a part of the

Creator. We're all a people of the Creator. We're all
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children.

And we need to understand that nobody owns the
land, the way our elders told us. No one owns the land. The
land belongs to everyone. It was made and given to us so that
we can live in harmony and balance with all of the vegetation,
with the mountains, with the waters, and with all of the little
animals and all the birds in the sky. We live in harmony and
balance with one another and to take care of one another.

That's why we, as Akimel O'oodham and Pee Posh
people, we -- we are the caretakers of this land. That's what
we're supposed to be doing.

We don't want that freeway. We don't need that
freeway. They're not telling us about what the pollution is
going to do. They're not telling us about the toxins that's
going to come off of those tires after it rains. It's going to
pollute our waters that we're sitting on top of.

Our river doesn't run anymore because the people
that -- that are on the east side, those people are cutting --
cutting, to take the water away from us. That water was our
life. That water, the river, was what made us who we are. But
it's not running anymore.

The white man has come and is strangling us.
They're taking that water away from us. Now they want to
destroy our mountain that's sacred to us, but not only to us

but also to the Salt River, to the Tohono O'oodham, to the
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Ak-Chin community, to many of the tribes that are in the
surrounding areas. It's significant to them, in their ways,
too.

All we have is a little bit of strip of land, from
110th Avenue, Phoenix International Raceway, that corner along
the Salt River, all along to here, to South Mountain, all the
way towards Coolidge, all the way towards Casa Grande and
Maricopa and coming back around, back to the Estrellas, of all
the land we had. When we were strong, when we were a true
Nation, our land stretched from the headwaters of the Gila
River, outside the city of Silver City, New Mexico -- that's
where the Gila River begins -- all the way down to almost to
the Colorado River.

Many of our -- Many of our Hohokam relatives,
ancestors, their homes are up along the Mogollon Rim, all along
that way. They're up there because our land stretched that
far, all the way into Mexico.

When the Spanish first came, they called this whole
area Pima-eria Alta. Pima-eria Alta, the Northern First Ones.
We have relatives in Mexico. They are the Baja Pima-eria.

They are the Southern First Ones.

This is who we are, since the coming of the
European settlors, coming through here, stealing land from us,
lying to us, cheating us, Jjust as they're doing now, telling us

lies and half-truths, what they really want, by either stealing
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or cheating from us, making bad deals with people who want
to -- think that money is good.

That time -- That's how we lost both of our lands.

That's how we lost this whole state.

But not only us, but all the rest of the other
tribes, too. The 21 tribes that are here in this state have
been reduced to small little pockets, reservations. And all
their traditional lands have been stolen from them.

All tribes are fighting. All tribes are trying to
stand up. All tribes are trying to take back what was theirs.
But it's hard because the white man will not listen to us. The
white man is too greedy. They're thieves and liars. So it has
been said, from a long time ago. But all tribes have dealt
with them. That's what they've come to find out.

We'll continue to fight. Those of us that are
against it, we'll continue to try and stop it, any way we can.
And, if all the other tribes in the outside understand, stand
with this, then, all together, we can make one last stand and
we can prevent the white man from coming through here and
taking what doesn't belong to them.

That's all I have to say.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

7/24/13
CALLER:
GLENDA TATUM

PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

forward to that freeway construction. Thank you.

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

10:12 AM

CALLER ADDRESS:

12718 WEST SOLA COURT, SUN CITY WEST,
ARIZONA 85375

EMAIL:

something that would help us connect to the east side from west side. I work in Chandler, so having to

I am a voter, I live on the West side and I do support that freeway. It is a needed freeway, it is
@ take the 10 and no other connection is really an inconvenience. I support that freeway and I look

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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1 Comment noted.

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:56:29 AM

From: Nikki Taylor [mailto:tntaylor2001@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 7:33 PM

To: Projects

Cc: info@buildthe202.com

Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

| am a Phoenix resident. | live in north Phoenix (district 2 85024 zip code), but my sister lives in
Laveen. | visit her home often and would like the 202 to go through this area. Thank you.

Nikki Taylor

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL INCOMING CALL
DATE: TIME:

5/15/13 6:19 PM
CALLER: CALLER ADDRESS:
NANCY TAYLOR GILBERT, AZ
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

I am calling in support of the South Mountain Freeway. I feel it will help relieve some of the congestion
that we now have on I-10 and the 101 that is all traffic and just trying to bypass to get to the other
end of town or other side of the city. I live in Gilbert, Arizona and I definitely support it. Thank you.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Issue
1 Alternatives, W59
Alternative Versus
W101 Alternative
2 Purpose and

Need, Truck
Bypass

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: South Mountain Freeway Project
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 8:05:05 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,

Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-712-2060

azdot.gov
ADOT

Communications

From: Joe Taylor [mailto:jlt9@msn.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 14, 2013 10:50 AM
To: Projects

Subject: South Mountain Freeway Project

ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study
Where to join the 202 with 1-10.
Resident Comment:

The most logical and practical and best plan for the overall long term city traffic flow is to
join in the 202 at the 101W and I-10 interchange. Connecting the 202 to I-10 at 51st Ave
would cause extreme traffic congestion on that section of I-10, especially between 51st Ave
and 101W which is an already over-crowded freeway section leading to more traffic
accidents and deaths. Freight transport trucks attempting to by-pass Phoenix will be using
this route heavily. The increase truck traffic this would cause on this section of I-10 will only
add to the problem and more accidents.

Connecting the 202 to 101W and I-10 interchange will reduce traffic on I-10 between I-17
and 101W and provide an overall more seamless and safer freeway system with fewer
accidents and traffic deaths. And isn't providing the safest freeway system for the parents
and children traveling them the ultimate goal. Look at the big picture. Plan to reduce the
congestion, not increase it.

Thank you.
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Joe Taylor
Laveen, AZ

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments




B3226 - Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Neighborhoods/ While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee
Communities Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21).
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of

F : Project: . . . .

o oor Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

Subject: FW: Loop 202 Comment . 3 o o . . .

Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 5:02:20 PM 2 Noise The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration

Attachments:  image001.png identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Thank you, 3 Air Quality

Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-712-2060

azdot.gov

ADOT

communications

From: Howard Teeter [mailto:hteeter@cox.net]
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 5:00 PM

To: Projects

Subject: Loop 202 Comment

I had high hopes that the GRIC negotiations would be successful but they appear to have fallen
through.

At this point all | can ask is that the proposed route be moved or abandoned entirely due to the
serious, detrimental

effects that it would have on the immediate community of Ahwatukee Foothills. The congestion, the
pollution (noise

and air)and the added pressure of traffic and people would all contribute to the degradation of our
neighborhoods,

our schools and our health. Neighborhood preservation must be a priority.

Our community abutting Pecos Road will suffer...which was never an issue at the time of inception,
but is very much

an issue now. Thank you for listening.

Howard Teeter.
2719 E. Amberwood Dr.
Phoenix, Az 85048

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

6/13/13
CALLER

SUSAN TELLER
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
@ I support the freeway.

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:43 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

9122 W. HARBOR HILLS, SUN CITY, ARIZONA
EMAIL:

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document
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Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

05/9/13
CALLER:
MICHAEL TENNET

PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:10 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

26621 S. LAKEWOOD DRIVE, SUN LAKES, AZ
85248

EMAIL:

Downtown Phoenix traffic, including the tanker and boxcar trucks. This is a great way for moving traffic

I support the planning and construction of the South Mountain Freeway. The freeway will reduce
@ through Phoenix. It would be an excellent idea to help improve the economy.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL INCOMING CALL

DATE: TIME:

7/23/13 2:19 PM

CALLER: CALLER ADDRESS:

MELINDA TERRINGTON 113 E. LOBO DRIVE, PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85022
PHONE: EMAIL:

602-992-2473

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

I do believe that the Loop 202 of the South Mountain below Ahwatukee should be built. I've lived here

my whole life and I've always thought there should be a freeway down there. I thought it should be
@ built before Ahwatukee was expanded and built upon. Thank you and I do hope that the freeway will

go through because I do think it would alleviate a lot of pressure in Central Phoenix. Thank you.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
David Terry Document Created: 5/21/2013 7:41:13 PM by Web Comment Form SNeed, Lack of :;ientlﬁed severI?I issues and cogcefrns zh.at merzfrequently;\oted b}/ ;o?men;ers.
From what | have heard this will benefit certain business interests that stand the most to upport esponses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitte

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

@ gain and that more thought should be put toward the environmental impact that this might
have on the area. Maybe an unbiased study should be conducted without the pressure of
the monied interests involved before proceeding ahead with irreparable damage being done
to the communities involved.
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Code

00

Comment Document

Thomas Thaete Document Created: 7/23/2013 3:17:21 PM by Web Comment Form
| am AGAINST the build of the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway along Pecos Road. |
am a resident of the Ahwatukee neighborhood and ask the ADOT to find a different or
another alternative. This will take away from my hard earned property value; it is a
destruction of well established neighborhood, churches, schools and local communities.
regards
tgt

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, E1
Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Economics,
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies,
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138 -47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values:
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine
the sales price of homes sold in the area.

Neighborhoods/

Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21).
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

Neighborhoods/
Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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Code Comment Document

®O

O®

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Oppose Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:27:10 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,

Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-712-2060

azdot.gov

ADOT
Communications

From: eltheiseno@gmail.com [mailto:eltheiseno@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Nicholas Theisen
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2013 4:21 PM

To: Projects

Subject: Oppose Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway

To whom it may concern,

I would like to express my formal opposition to the proposed 202 expansion project. The
spending of public funds on a freeway around the south-side of South Mountain does not
reflect the best interests of Arizona residents, and I believe in prioritizing public funds, it
does not currently warrant funding ahead of other public transportation options (expanded
light rail, Tucson-Phoenix rail, etc).

The Regional Freeway System, approved by voters in 1985, reflected a need for expanded
freeways that existed at the time. This has created substantial benefits for the community in
Maricopa County, but it has also shaped our society in a number of negative ways.
Unfortunately, population growth has followed the construction of the freeways, and rather
than build up to take advantage of the many advantages urban density provides, Phoenix has
grown ever-outward, to the detriment of more central communities. This has led to more cars
on the roads driving longer distances, and in turn dirtier air, and greater health problems.
Current popular sentiment has turned, such that I believe a large portion of the population
now wants to pull back from this course on which we have set ourselves.

"If you build it, they will come" is the general sentiment here. WE get to determine how we
want to shape our society. If we want to create a society that commutes from Chandler to
Avondale and vice versa, and expands ever-outward at the margins, then this plan makes
sense. If we want to further promote Arizona as a drive-through State, and bring more
regional trucks onto our roads by making it easy to bypass Phoenix, then we will be well
served by this freeway. OR we could instead invest our public funds in making Phoenix and
Maricopa County a destination. We could expand our light rail lines that have already
sparked a tremendous amount of local development and given our citizens something to be
proud of. Or we could connect our Capital City with our southern neighbor, Tucson, via a
high-speed rail line, further reducing traffic on our freeways.

Code Issue Response
1 Alternatives, No- The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Action (No-Build) | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Alternative Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
2 Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support
3 Purpose and Need | The Southwest Loop Highway—the South Mountain Freeway predecessor—was
integral to the Regional Freeway and Highway System approved by Maricopa
County voters in 1985. Although other facilities were considered a higher priority
early in development of the Regional Freeway and Highway System, the South
Mountain Freeway has been included in every subsequent update. The same route
was approved by the State Transportation Board in 1988. In 2004, Maricopa
County voters approved Proposition 400, which was designed to fund completion
of the remaining segments of the Regional Freeway and Highway System, including
the proposed South Mountain Freeway (Final Environmental Impact Statement
page 1-21).
4 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration

Need, Truck
Bypass

identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

The choice is ours, and I strongly urge ADOT to choose to invest in one of the latter options.
Thank you for your consideration.

Regards,

Nick

Nick Theisen

(602) 820-1182

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments
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Code Comment Document

® ©

LOOP 202

Freeway Study 2013

Thank you for participating in the South Mountain Freeway Draft
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

ADOT encourages all interested parties to submit written comments on any aspect
of the Draft EIS. ADOT wilf consider alf comments in preparing the Final EIS, which
will include responses to all comments, final conelusions on potential impacts, and
ADOT's final recommendation.

When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and substantiate your
concerns and recommendations.

Comments must be received or postmarked by July 24, 2013. [ P{Ef;fﬁm TeTon op MAav D 2013
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Comments must be received or postmarked by July 24, 2013, Comments can be deposited at today’s meeting, emailed
to: projects@azdot.gov or mailed to: ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study, 1655 W. Jackson Street, MD 126F, Phoenix, AZ 85007

ADOT TRACS No.: 202L A 054 H5764 D1L » Federal-aid Project No.: NH-202-D{ADY) 13150

ADDT @i%’?;%ﬁé;ﬂ%g?& FOR MORE INFORMATION:

azdot.gov/SouthMountainFreeway

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives

Response

Federal law prohibits the denial of access to any community. Thus, traffic
interchanges would be located along the freeway where it borders the Gila River
Indian Community (see Draft Environmental Impact Statement page 3-51).
Roadway connections on Gila River Indian Community land to the traffic
interchanges would be the responsibility of the Gila River Indian Community, in
coordination with appropriate jurisdictions.

Design

Construction of the proposed freeway would include widening along Interstate 10
to facilitate entrance and egress of vehicles between the two freeways. Additional
information related to the Interstate 10 modifications can be found in Figure 3-26
on page 3-49 and Figure 3-29 on page 3-53 of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. The design of the connection to Interstate 10 and the widening

along Interstate 10 were developed in accordance with the Federal Highway
Administration's Interstate System Access Informational Guide and has received
an initial determination of operational and engineering acceptability from the
Federal Highway Administration.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

Mary Thomas Document Created: 5/21/2013 6:15:36 PM by Web Comment Form

| am an elder from the Gila River Indian
community. My faith in our fellow human beings, remains strong, it has not been a pleasant
@ journey. We have been subjected to neglect, fraud, stereotyping, out right cruelty since they
discovered our homelands. We have given up so much and still give of ourselves to this
great state and nation, all we ask in return is respect for our land..it is our survival.
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: 202

Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:51:58 AM

From: kingbobthomas@gmail.com [mailto:kingbobthomas@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 1:28 PM

To: Projects

Subject: 202

@ Hi. | support the 202. It would provide greater access. Thank you.

Pastor Bob Thomas
4907 west Maldonado Rd
Laveen Az. 75339
602-733-7317

Sent from my HTC EVO 4G LTE exclusively from Sprint

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

Audra Thomas Document Created: 5/30/2013 10:08:45 AM by Web Comment Form

I'm very much in favor of using the E1 Alternative, unless Gila River Indian Community
and it's Members decide otherwise, and tying the freeway into Loop 101 using the W101
alternatives. In terms of system planning, and looking at the transportation facility from a
regional perspective, tying it into L101 makes the most sense. | worry that utilizing either the
W59 or W71 alternatives will pour additional traffic onto a facility not able to address it, and
futher, will reduce the viability and attractiveness of the South Mountain Freeway as a

transportation facility to those looking to move north/west and/or south/east.

Code Issue
1 Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community
Alignment
2 Alternatives, W59

Alternative Versus
W101 Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL INCOMING CALL
DATE: TIME:

6/13/13 5:09 PM
CALLER CALLER ADDRESS:
ADA THOMAS

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
@ I would support building the freeway.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Alternatives, W59 | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Alternative Versus | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
4165 W101 Alternative | Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

— | 16 MR. THOMAS: My name is Jim Thomas. I

17 live in Goodyear, Arizona. I work at Broadway and 40th

18 Street, so I drive I-10 every day and the traffic is bad
19 in the morning and it's horrible in the afternoon. I

20 normally get to the office between 5:30 and 6:00 and it

21 takes me 35 minutes, it's about 30 miles. In the

22 evenings, it takes me at least 45 minutes, sometimes an

23 hour to get home so this would be very helpful.

<:::) 24 And I think, if they would take the bypass
25 off of the 101 -- if you go down to 59th, you're just
Page 2
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 adding trucks and a longer length of I-10 that will

2 congest the traffic even more, so the faster you can get
3 them off I-10, the better off we will all be.

4 Other than that, I hope that they build it
5 quickly, you know, cause this would not take forever to

6 build.

— 7 Okay. Thank you very much.

Page 3
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www.drivernix.com
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Code

Comment Document

Sean Thomas Document Created: 7/12/2013 12:20:27 PM by Web Comment Form
South Mountain is a sacred site and should not be desecrated in the name of progress.
This freeway is unneeded, it's as if you are purposely destroying a beautiful park for nothing.

Code Issue
1 Cultural Resources
2 Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)
3 Purpose and

Need, Lack of
Support

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.




Comment Response Appendix - B3243

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Cultural Resources | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1 EDITH THOMAS: My name is Edith Thomas.
2 I'm a member of the Gila Indian River community who just
3 happens to be also an archeclogist.

4 I would like to bring several issues to

the attention of the DEIS regarding the archeoleogy of

[€]

% South Mountain. South Mountain is known tc us. I am
7 Akimel O'Odham, Pima. I grew up within the Gila Indian
8 River community. I'm geoing to present two perspectives
9 based on my own personal experience based on the
10 traditions, him-dag, of my People. I'd also like to
11 present the archeological perspectives, which are also
12 based on the Akimel O'Odham.
(:::) 13 South Mountain is a culturally significant
14 location for the members of the Gila River Indian
15 community. It is part of our songs. Our songs are
16 significant because it is a cultural perspective. Our
17 songs are part of our historical record. 1It's a
18 recording or a recounting of the history of our Pecple
19 that dates back to over thousands of years ago. For our
20 People this is a factual acccount that is recorded within
21 the songs.
22 Scuth Mountain is part of the migration

23 pattern of my Pecople, so it is not just a mountain as the

24 non -- the non-members of the Gila Indian River community
25 may view it. It's not a mountain; it's a sacred site.
Page 4
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Code Comment Document

10
11
12
i3
14

i5

i6
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

And that word "sacred" also has special meaning to us.
It is not sacred in comparison to a church or to a
religious aspect.

"Sacred" means to us that it's part of who
we are. It's where we derive from. It's where we
originate. Everything is connected to us: The land, the
plants, the animals. There is no differentiation between
all of these things. They are not just cbjects. They
are part of our whole life cycle, so to try to classify
it as just a geological formation would not be accurate,

What I'm trying to convey to you is that
South Mountain is extremely significant to us. Muadag,
South Mountain, is part of our story, part of who we are.

Also, based on my archeclogical expertise,
we have several archeological sites that were not cited
within the DEIS report. There are artifact scatters on
the surface. As an archeologist, it is well documented
that when you have an artifact scatter, that's part of
the community, there are significant remains underneath
the surface of the ground. So when you have your maps or
yvour location within the report, that was not shown.

I would like to bring my concerns or point
out that there needs to be further archeological
investigations conducted by ADOT or for the DEIS because

this was not represented accurately. This is significant

Code

Issue

Cultural Resources

Response

For protection from vandalism and desecration, archaeological sites are not shown
on maps provided to the public. The Arizona Department of Transportation will
continue to survey the proposed alternatives for archaeological resources. Any
negative impacts on archaeological sites would be mitigated through excavations.

Page 5
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Code Comment Document

Code
3

Issue

Environmental
Justice/Lifestyle

Response

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance
of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices.

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian

tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects

of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with

tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural Resource
Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation Office

and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal Historic
Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National Register
of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional cultural
properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed mitigation and
measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing and will continue
until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.

The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, and
assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects
from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and disparate
impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content of the section,
no such effects would result from the action alternatives.

In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement,

the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining the
relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental elements
was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and
Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement.

1 to us because it is the historical and prehistoric
2 evidence of our ancestral remains.
3 Another issue that I have a concern about
4 is that because of the sacred designatiocn, I guess you
(:::) 5 could classify it as "sacred," we are not being treated
6 equally. I believe that, if this were possibly a sacred
7 site such as from Europe like the Vatican or something
8 comparable, that this would be held more in higher
g significance to the rest of the population, but because
10 we are Native American and that we are indigenous, our
11 voices and our concerns are not being held at a higher
12 level than they are.
13 I'm hoping that all of my comments will be
14 taken seriously and be looked at professiocnally because I
15 felt that there weren't enough experts contributing to
16 this report where it didn't accurately depict the meaning
17 of what this location and the desecration that the 202
18 would do to our mountain and how it would impact ouxr
19 community.
20 Thank you.
21 EE SR T
22
23
24
25
Page 6
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Code Comment Document

Code Issue

Response

Public Involvement | Comment noted.

LOOP 202

Freeway Study 2013

Draft Environmental Impact Statement

COMMENT FORM

Thank you for participating in the South Mountain Freeway Draft It is helpful to ADOT to receive comments on:
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process. Y
ADOT encourages all interested parties to submit writien comments on any aspect
of the Draft €15, ADOT will considar all comments In preparing the Final E15, which
will include responses to all comments, final conclusians on potential impacts, and
ADOT's final recommendation,

When submitting comments, please be as specific as passible and substantiate your
concerns and recomméndations.

Comments must be received or postmarked by July 24 2013,
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Comments must be received or postmarked by July 24, 2013, Comments can be deposited at today’s meeting, emailed
to: projects@azdot.gov or mailed to: ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study, 1655 W, Jackion Street, MD 126F, Phoenly, AZ 85007
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

5/15/13

CALLER:

FORMER STATE REPRESENTATIVE MARK
THOMPSON

PHONE:

480-839-6979

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

Thank you.

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:21 PM
CALLER ADDRESS:
1429 E. WATSON DRIVE, TEMPE, AZ 85283

EMAIL:

@ I give my full support as a business owner in south Tempe, for the South Mountain Freeway expansion.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Thank you for participating in the South Mountain Freeway Draft
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

ADOT encourages all interested parties to submit written comments on any aspect
of the Draft £1S. ADOT will consider all comments in preparing the Final EIS, which
will include responses to all comments, firal conclusions on potential impacts, and
ADOT’s final recommendation.

When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and substantiate your
concerns and recommendations.
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Comments must be received or postmarked by July 24, 2013. Comments can be deposited at today’s meeting, emailed
to: projects@azdot.gov or mailed to: ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study, 1655 W, Jackson Street, MD 126F, Phoenix, AZ 85007
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Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build)
Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Groundwater

If a well were adversely affected by construction activities, the well might need
to be abandoned or the well owner would be compensated by drilling a new well
according to state regulations/standards. (See text box on Final Environmental
Impact Statement page 4-108.)

Economics,
Socioeconomics

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies,
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138-47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values:
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine
the sales price of homes sold in the area.

Neighborhoods/

Communities

While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not
have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement
sidebar on page 4-21.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

7/23/13

CALLER:

DAVID THOMPSON
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:20 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

2405 WEST OLNE AVENUE, LAVEEN, ARIZONA
EMAIL:

I am calling in support of the Loop 202 freeway. Been hoping for it to be done for quite awhile now. I
expect it will reduce traffic congestion along Baseline significantly. I know friends that live in the East
Valley that have to come in through I-10 West 60 to get into Phoenix and some of them have
commented that coming around Loop 202 would be faster for them. Thank you.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

6/11/13
CALLER
SANDRA THURSTON

PHONE:
602-423-0027

@ CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:06 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

15970 W. JACKSON STREET, GOODYEAR,
ARIZONA

EMAIL:

And I'm glad you guys work for the freeway, for the 202. Thank you.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

@0“8@@@

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 12:20:37 PM

————— Original Message-----

From: Sierra Club [mailto:information@sierraclub.org] On Behalf Of Nancy Tierney
Sent: Tuesday, May 28, 2013 10:16 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Comments in opposition to South Mountain Freeway

May 28, 2013

Arizona Department of Transportation South Mountain Study Team
1655 W Jackson St, MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

Dear South Mountain Study Team,

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South Mountain Freeway and to urge ADOT to
select the No-Build Alternative.

The proposed freeway would cause more problems than it would solve, while providing only short-term
congestion relief. As is evident by our numerous clogged roads and freeways, many of which have
recently been built or widened, building more roads is not the answer. ADOT needs to instead focus on
planning for and investing in long-term transportation solutions, including mass transit. The only way to
effectively reduce congestion and mobilize people is by reducing the number of vehicles utilizing our
roads, not by encouraging more to use them.

Despite the claims of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, the South Mountain Freeway would
worsen air quality in the region over time, increasing public health risks. More vehicles would introduce
more pollution, aggravating conditions of asthma, cancer, and other diseases.

The freeway would also negatively effect our environment. South Mountain Park is the largest city park
in our nation. It was set aside to protect resources and to benefit our communities. By blasting a
freeway through a portion of this park, wildlife and habitat will be destroyed, movement corridors will
be cut off, valuable public spaces will be lost, and more. This would set a terrible precedent by
demolishing what should remain a protected area.

The freeway will also exacerbate urban sprawl and further burden Arizona's taxpayers. Its construction
would continue ADOT's trend of forcing residents to remain vehicle-dependent while paying for
infrastructure so that others can live farther and farther from a city center.

Please help protect our communities, our health, and our environment by selecting the No Action
Alternative. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Tierney

101 N 7th St Unit 244
Phoenix, AZ 85034-1038
(602) 296-4900

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build)
Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Purpose and Need

Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period,
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).

Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement.

Alternatives

Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1).
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 3-3
through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving existing
freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce travel
demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only the
potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association

of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

Air Quality

Health Effects

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)
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Code
8

Issue

Neighborhoods/
Communities

Response

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects

are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore,
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the
last 25 years.
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Code

Comment Document

Tom Tillery Document Created: 7/15/2013 12:38:18 PM by Web Comment Form
| just want to officially voice my objection for the following reasons:
* The original proposed freeway was not as extensive as what is currently planned. This is
much greater noise, pollution, congestion and therefore accidents than what the original
residents (such as myself) had planned.
* A bypass already exists in Case Grande. If this is inadequate, it would be less expensive to
upgrade this system.
* The study does not include Pima County, why? This area is still growing and has the higher
growth potential.
* A compromise to all parties would be to continue Pecos road connecting the West side of
town - no Freeway.

Code

1

Issue

Traffic

Response

The alignment identified as the Preferred Alternative (W59 and E1 Alternatives)
closely follows the alignment identified in the 1988 Environmental Assessment and
Design Concept Report (see Final Environmental Impact Statement Figure 1-2

on page 1-6 and text on page 1-8 for more information). In 1988, the freeway was
proposed as having three general purpose lanes in each direction with an open
median for a future high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction. This configuration
is similar to the existing loop freeways. The current proposed freeway, as depicted
in Figure 3-34 on page 3-58 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement includes
constructing three general purpose lanes and a high-occupancy vehicle lane in each
direction. With respect to the number of lanes and location, the proposed freeway
has remained relatively the same.

Noise

Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Purpose and Need

Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period,
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).

By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

Alternatives

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.

Alternatives

The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model does
include Pinal County. The potential freeway users with origins or destinations in
Pinal County are included in Final Environmental Impact Statement Figure 3-18,
on page 3-36. They would represent 10 percent of the total freeway users.

(Responses continue on next page)
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Code
7

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The study evaluated the concept of extending Pecos Road as a parkway. In the
best-case scenario, a parkway would carry approximately 105,000 vehicles per
day, well below the average daily traffic on the proposed freeway, which would
range from 117,000 to 190,000 vehicles per day (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement page 3-19). As a result, the Arizona Parkway would lack sufficient
capacity to meet projected travel demand. The Arizona Parkway would not
adequately address the projected transportation system capacity deficiency, would
not remove a sufficient amount of traffic from arterial streets, and, therefore,
would not meet the project’s purpose and need. For these reasons, the Arizona
Parkway was eliminated from further consideration.
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: A vote no for South Mountain Freeway-F.Y.I.
Date: Monday, July 15, 2013 10:45:34 AM

Thank you,

Felicia Beltran

Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F

Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-319-7709

azdot.gov

ADOT

communications

From: Thomas Tillery [mailto:tilleryt@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, July 15, 2013 10:41 AM

To: Projects

Cc: Ann Tillery

Subject: A vote no for South Mountain Freeway

Hello,
I just want to officially voice my objection for the following reasons:

« The original proposed freeway was not as extensive as what is currently planned. This
is much greater noise, pollution, congestion and therefore accidents beyond what the
original residents had planned when they invested in their Ahwatukee property.

« A bypass already exists in Case Grande. If this is inadequate, it would be less
expensive to upgrade this system.

« The study does not include Pinal County, why? This area is still growing and has the
higher growth potential.

« A compromise to all parties would be to continue Pecos road connecting the West side
of town - no Freeway.

Regards,
Tom Tillery

Code
1

Issue

Traffic

Response

The alignment identified as the Preferred Alternative (W59 and E1 Alternatives)
closely follows the alignment identified in the 1988 Environmental Assessment and
Design Concept Report (see Draft Environmental Impact Statement Figure 1-2

on page 1-6 and text on page 1-8 for more information). In 1988, the freeway was
proposed as having three general purpose lanes in each direction with an open
median for a future high-occupancy vehicle lane in each direction. This configuration
is similar to the existing loop freeways. The current proposed freeway, as depicted
in Figure 3-34 on page 3-58 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement includes
constructing three general purpose lanes and a high-occupancy vehicle lane in each
direction. With respect to the number of lanes and location, the proposed freeway
has remained relatively the same.

Noise

Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Purpose and Need

Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period,
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).

By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

Alternatives

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.

Alternatives

The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model does
include Pinal County. The potential freeway users with origins or destinations in
Pinal County are included in Final Environmental Impact Statement Figure 3-18, on
page 3-36. They would represent 10 percent of the total freeway users.

(Responses continue on next page)
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Code
7

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The study evaluated the concept of extending Pecos Road as a parkway. In the
best-case scenario, a parkway would carry approximately 105,000 vehicles per
day, well below the average daily traffic on the proposed freeway, which would
range from 117,000 to 190,000 vehicles per day (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement page 3-19). As a result, the Arizona Parkway would lack sufficient
capacity to meet projected travel demand. The Arizona Parkway would not
adequately address the projected transportation system capacity deficiency, would
not remove a sufficient amount of traffic from arterial streets, and, therefore,
would not meet the project’s purpose and need. For these reasons, the Arizona
Parkway was eliminated from further consideration.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: I approve south mountain freeway.
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:42:30 AM

From: na [mailto:taftsheffield@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 6:45 PM

To: Projects

Subject: I approve south mountain freeway.

5/18/13

Yes | agree the south mountain freeway should be built. | also support any freeway starting from AZ
Casino/ Mcdowell rd extenteding to 202. This is not an argument or debate. Its what is needed no
matter what some individuals may think. Consider the in domain law, Dot what are you waiting for.
Thanks

Tim

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments
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From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Comment on the South Mountain Freeway Loop 202 Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
Date: Friday, July 05, 2013 9:31:04 AM

Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,

Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-712-2060

azdot.gov

Communications

From: Jeannine Maldonado [mailto:jeanninemal@me.com]

Sent: Friday, July 05, 2013 9:23 AM

To: Projects

Cc: Jeannine Maldonado

Subject: Comment on the South Mountain Freeway Loop 202 Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

ADOT,
I wish to comment on the South Mountain Freeway Loop 202 Draft Environmental Impact Statement.

ADOT must desist from proposing to build 202 on Pecos Road. This proposed leg of the freeway will
degrade the quality of life in Ahwatukee Village, disrupt wildlife and recreational use in South Mountain
Park Preserve and destroy a Gila River Indian Community sacred site.

We bought our home in Ahwatukee Foothills because my daughter and I suffer from asthma and we
place high value on the better quality of air in the area, in particular during the summer months. We
treasure the relative quiet and small-town feeling of Ahwatukee Foothills, the easy access to quiet and
scenic hiking trails in our backyard of South Mountain Park, the low-traffic roads near our schools and in
our neighborhoods, and its proximity to our Gila River Indian Community neighbors, which affords us a
scenic view of relatively undisturbed desert land in our daily commute.

But by building the South Mountain Freeway on Pecos Road and through South Mountain Park Preserve:

1) There will be a substantial increase in vehicle traffic in the Ahwatukee Foothills neighborhood and
local arterial streets.
In addition, the proposed freeway will become the truckers route of choice.

2) The overall impact on the quality of life in the Ahwatukee Foothills area will suffer tremendously as
sound walls cannot prevent the noise rising over due to elevation (upwards) in the Foothills.

3) Ahwatukee would have two elementary, one middle and one high school either immediately adjoining
or within 1/8 of a mile of the proposed freeway. The air quality our children breathe will suffer
permanent damage as the estimated 140,000 vehicles/day traverse the proposed freeway.

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, E1
Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Neighborhoods/

Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21).
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

Cultural Resources

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Traffic

In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the
impacts of the freeway on the local street system. The City study found no adverse
effects on the local street system from the proposed freeway (see Appendix 3-1 of
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The daily traffic volume on 17th Street
in 2011 was approximately 4,500 vehicles per day just north of Pecos Road (see
phoenix.gov/streets/traffic/volumemap). With the proposed freeway in place, an
additional 4,000 vehicles day would use 17th Avenue to access residences west of
17th Avenue. The total daily traffic would be well below the capacity of a two-lane
road (approximately 15,000 vehicles per day).

Purpose and
Need, Truck
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Noise

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some
distance from the freeway.

Noise

As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using x,
y, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway,

(Response 9 continues on next page)
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Code Comment Document

& °8°

4) Destruction of a portion of South Mountain Park Preserve, which the Gila River Indian
Community view as a sacred mountain, is unacceptable.

5) The proposed routes through South Mountain Park Preserve will permanently damage native Arizona
plants and wildlife.

6) Growing business opportunities is not a need for residents in Ahwatukee. We find there is already in
place everything we need and want.

In summary, I object to the building of the South Mountain Freeway on Pecos Road and through South
Mountain Park Preserve as it will do permanent harm to our environment.

ADOT should seriously reconsider the alternative of building 202 through uninhabited parts of Maricopa.

Jeannine Maldonado Timmes
410 E Brookwood Ct.
Phoenix AZ, 85048

Code

(cont.)

Issue

Response

nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across
the country.

10

Health Effects

1

Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

12

Alternatives

A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction.
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore,
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria
and was eliminated from further study.

In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held

in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an
eminent domain process.

13

Alternatives

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.
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From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: comment on south mountain freeway loop 202 environmental impact statement
Date: Friday, July 05, 2013 8:38:51 AM

Thank you,

Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-712-2060

azdot.gov

----- Original Message-----

From: Francis Timmes [mailto:fxt44@mac.com]

Sent: Thursday, July 04, 2013 9:35 PM

To: Projects

Cc: Francis Timmes

Subject: Re: comment on south mountain freeway loop 202 environmental impact statement

ADOT,
A wish to comment on the south mountain freeway loop 202 environmental impact statement.

1) There will be a substantial increase in vehicle traffic in the Ahwatukee Foothills neighborhood and
local arterial streets.
In addition, the proposed freeway will become the truckers route of choice.

2) The overall impact on the quality of life in the Ahwatukee Foothills area will suffer tremendously as
sound walls cannot prevent the noise rising over due to elevation (upwards) in the Foothills.

3) Ahwatukee would have two elementary, one middle and one high school either immediately
adjoining or within 1/8 of a mile of the proposed freeway. The air quality our children breathe will suffer
permanent damage as the estimated

140,000 vehicles/day traverse the proposed freeway.

4) Destruction of a portion of South Mountain Park, which the Gila River Indian Community view as a
sacred mountain, is unacceptable.

5) The proposed routes through South Mountain Park will permanently damage native Arizona plants
and wildlife.

In summary, I object to the building of the south mountain freeway on pecos road.
I suggest you consider building the freeway through uninhabited parts of maricopa.

Sincerely,
frank timmes

410 e brookwood ct.
phoenix az, 85048

Code
1

Issue

Traffic

Response

In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the
impacts of the freeway on the local street system. The City study found no adverse
effects on the local street system from the proposed freeway (see Appendix 3-1 of
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The daily traffic volume on 17th Street
in 2011 was approximately 4,500 vehicles per day just north of Pecos Road (see
phoenix.gov/streets/traffic/volumemap). With the proposed freeway in place, an
additional 4,000 vehicles day would use 17th Avenue to access residences west of
17th Avenue. The total daily traffic would be well below the capacity of a two-lane
road (approximately 15,000 vehicles per day).

Purpose and
Need, Truck
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Neighborhoods/

Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21).
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

Noise

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some
distance from the freeway.

Noise

As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using

X, ¥, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway,
nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across
the country.

Air Quality

Health Effects

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)
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Code
8

Issue

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

Cultural Resources

10

Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife

1

Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

12

Alternatives

A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction.
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). While the Riggs
Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs, particularly of those living in
the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would not address specific planning
goals for an integrated regional transportation network. The Regional Transportation
Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain Freeway as a critical link in the
Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs Road Alternative would not
complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system as part of State Route
202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel for motorists. Therefore,
the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s purpose and need criteria
and was eliminated from further study.

In addition, nearly two-thirds of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on
Gila River Indian Community land. Tribal sovereignty is based in the inherent
authority of Native American tribes to govern themselves. While this notion of
sovereignty is manifested in many areas, generally Native American land is held

in trust by the United States. Native American communities have the authority to
regulate land uses and activities on their lands. States have very limited authority
over activities within tribal land (see page 2-1 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement). From a practical standpoint, this means that the Arizona Department
of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration do not have the authority
to survey tribal land, make land use (including transportation) determinations
directly affecting tribal land, or condemn tribal land for public benefit through an
eminent domain process.

13

Alternatives

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

7/23/13
CALLER:
AARON TIMMONS

PHONE:

: CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

6:39 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

15393 WEST MONTECITO AVENUE, GOODYEAR,
ARIZONA 85395

EMAIL:

I support the 202, Loop extension, South Mountain freeway. Thank you.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code

Comment Docum

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain

Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:49:40 AM

Code

Issue Response

Comment noted.

From: Jenn Tingwald [mailto:jennifertingwald@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 4:56 PM

To: Projects

Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain

To Whom it May Concern:

I am writing to inform you of my support of the Loop 202 South Mountain project that is currently pending.

As a resident of South Phoenix (on the boarder of Laveen- off of 51st Avenue and Ellwood) I strongly support this initiative, even
though I know that it will literally place a freeway in my back yard. As a home owner and business owner, this project is

imparative to the vitality of the southwest valley.

Please, continue moving forward this project. The revenue it will bring to this area is badly needed, and the ability to connect to
the rest of the city will vastly improve our way of life.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Tingwald

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the persol d above and may contain
confidential ged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intel ease contact the sender by email, and delete

or destroy all copies plus attachments




B3264 - Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document

°ggoee

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: South Mountain Study Team
Date: Thursday, May 02, 2013 9:39:24 AM
Attachments: image002.png

From: Jason.Tollefson@Microchip.com [mailto:Jason.Tollefson@Microchip.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 02, 2013 9:27 AM

To: Projects

Subject: South Mountain Study Team

Hi South Mountain Team,
As a Foothills Club West resident | am opposed to the Pecos alignment in entirety.
| would support an alignment that is 1-2 miles south on the Gila River Reservation.

| do not support the Pecos alignment for the following reasons:
Pollution

Traffic Noise

Truck Noise

Crime

Loss of Bike way

Increased traffic density in community

Increased accidents

Thanks,

Jason Tollefson
Sr. Product Marketing Mgr.

MICROCHIP McutsDivision

480851689078 (c)
4B0eTH2e7T17 (0)

Jason. Tollefson@rmicrochip.com
Skype: jasontollefson

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus

attachments

Code Issue Response
1 Alternatives, E1 The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Alternative identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
2 Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community
3 Air Quality
4 Noise
5 Noise The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model
forecasts approximately 10 percent truck traffic on the South Mountain Freeway
in 2035 (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-64). This percentage is
similar to current conditions on Interstate 10 between Loop 101 and Interstate 17
and on U.S. Route 60. Air quality and noise modeling for the Draft and Final
Environmental Impact Statements used this forecast truck traffic (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-68 and 4-100, respectively). Noise
mitigation is designed for this predicted noise level, including the noise from
trucks.
6 Neighborhoods/ While the City of Phoenix Police Department reported in 2005 that it did not
Communities have any statistics specific to crime adjacent to freeways, the Police Department
did note that, based on its experience, there does not appear to be a correlation
between crime rates and freeways. See Final Environmental Impact Statement
sidebar on page 4-21.
7 Traffic The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design.
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations.
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the
City of Phoenix.
8 Traffic In 2006, the City of Phoenix conducted a traffic circulation study to evaluate the

impacts of the freeway on the local street system. The City study found no adverse
effects on the local street system from the proposed freeway (see Appendix 3-1 in
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The daily traffic volume on 17th Street
in 2011 was approximately 4,500 vehicles per day just north of Pecos Road (see
phoenix.gov/streets/traffic/volumemap). With the proposed freeway in place, an
additional 4,000 vehicles day would use 17th Avenue to access residences west of
17th Avenue. The total daily traffic would be well below the capacity of a two-lane
road (approximately 15,000 vehicles per day).
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00

Code
1

Issue

Traffic

Response

The study has considered concepts for parallel multiuse paths; however, the main
line of the proposed freeway would not have a bicycle route as part of the design.
The design of the traffic interchanges includes provisions for pedestrian and
bicycle movement in accordance with current design guidelines and regulations.
While not currently included, enhancements such as pedestrian bridges or multiuse
paths may be added during the final design phase through coordination with the
City of Phoenix (see page 3-60 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). The
cost and maintenance of these enhancements would be the responsibility of the
City of Phoenix.

Noise

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Visual Resources

For most of the alignments of each of the action alternatives, the proposed
freeway would be elevated above the natural grade of the surrounding land. This
elevated profile would allow noise to carry farther, creating noise impacts at
greater distances from the freeway. Depressing the profile of the freeway below
grade might reduce traffic noise levels adjacent to depressed sections. However,
it would be necessary to also construct at-grade noise barriers to achieve noise
reduction goals at receiver locations adjacent to depressed freeway sections (see
page 4-99 in the Final Environmental Impact Statement). This strategy would
reduce visual impacts associated with high noise barriers on elevated freeways,
but would entail ground-level noise barriers and their associated interference with
views. Thus, with either approach to noise reduction, views of nearby mountains
could be disrupted. The specific impacts would depend on the geometrics of the
height of any noise barriers constructed, the intervening topography, and the
distance of the barriers from the residences in question.

Noise

As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using

X, ¥, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway,
nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across
the country.

5008
1 MR. TOLLEFSON: I'm Jason Tollefson. So
2 I think the one thing after talking with several of
3 the project team members that stands out in my mind
4 is that there is no replacement for recreation on
5 Pecos. ©So currently there's a lot of people that go
9 out all week long on Pecos Road riding bikes and
7 jogging, whatever, and there's no alternative once
8 this project happens. So that's a pretty big concern
9 for me because I use that and lots of people I know
10 use that.
11 A second overall concern is noise. And I
12 saw that the plan currently is to raise the freeway
13 from the current grade. And talking with one of the
14 planning engineers, he noted that that actually
15 increases noise level. So I understand the way to
16 try and mitigate that is a wall, but my location and
17 my house is such that if the freeway's additionally
18 raised and then there's a wall, it's going to have a
19 severe obstruction to my view from my home, and also
20 concerns me with the noise. The fact that it's that
21 much higher and could transmit over to my house,
22 which we already get Pecos noise, and this will
23 probably be more.
24 And then I guess the last concern is
25 truck noise. I believe that this freeway will be
Page 17
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

www.drivernix.com

Noise

Noise barriers are designed to provide a substantial reduction in noise levels
along freeways, but do not and cannot eliminate noise from passing into nearby
neighborhoods. Just because noise can be heard does not mean that noise
barriers are ineffective. Even at the levels considered “acceptable” by the Arizona
Department of Transportation Noise Abatement Policy and Federal Highway
Administration regulations, noise is still readily audible and can be heard for some
distance from the freeway.

(Responses continue on next page)
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13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

used quite a bit as a bypass to Phoenix, and so
that's going to bring just additional noise 24/7.
It's one thing to have commuter noise, you know,
which -- which goes down in the evenings, but truck
noise is something that I think won't cease because
truckers are trucking 24/7. So that's -- those are
my concerns and hopefully they're taken into
consideration.

So I just want to make it clear that I'm
not opposed to a freeway, but I'm opposed to the
current alignment of the freeway. I noticed during
the selection process there were lots of
alternatives. Of course some of them are very
difficult because they involve the Indian
reservation, but I oppose that.

And the last thing I'd like to add to
that is it really doesn't -- in my opinion, it
doesn't help this community as much as it helps the
communities outside of this community because it
helps the people on the west side get to the east
side, and the people on the east side get to the west
side, but it really doesn't benefit us who live here
that much.

We already have easy access out to the

freeway, and personally I'm willing to do the commute

Code Issue Response
6 Noise The Maricopa Association of Governments regional travel demand model

forecasts approximately 10 percent truck traffic on the South Mountain Freeway
in 2035 (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-64). This percentage is
similar to current conditions on Interstate 10 between Loop 101 and Interstate 17
and on U.S. Route 60. Air quality and noise modeling for the Draft and Final
Environmental Impact Statements used this forecast truck traffic (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-68 and 4-100, respectively). Noise
mitigation is designed for this predicted noise level, including the noise from
trucks.

7 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Need, Truck identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Bypass Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

8 Alternatives, E1
Alternative

9 Purpose and

Need, Lack of
Support

Page 18
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1 to the west side and take some additional time
2 because I really have no reason to be out there. All
3 my business is in the east and downtown area, so

4 those are my comments.

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

Page 19

Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525
www.drivernix.com




B3268 - Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: SouthMountain Freeway Construction
Date: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 2:07:52 PM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,

Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-712-2060

azdot.gov

ADOT

Communications

From: Bob Toloskiewich [mailto:bobtolo@cox.net]
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 12:19 PM

To: Projects

Subject: SouthMountain Freeway Construction

| am a member of Phoenix Mountains Preservation Council (PMPC) and Preserving Arizona’s
Resources and Children (PARC) and am writing to express my opposition to the proposed South
Mountain Freeway.

The proposed route would run through South Mountain Park and would result in three ridges being
leveled with the removal of 4 million cubic yards of earth in order to accommodate this 10 lane
thoroughfare. We, the citizens of this valley, are very protective of our parks and we, the citizens,
were not asked if we approved of this alignment.

| am also concerned about air pollution in the South Mountain area. The freeway route sitsin a
natural valley, one where air pollution is already a significant problem. The addition of this truck
route would increase the air pollution significantly. We are already in danger of losing over a billion
dollars in federal funding due to poor air quality. More trucks in this valley is not what we need.

| believe that a freeway should be built along the path of US85. No parklands would be destroyed,
no homes and businesses would have to be leveled and relocated, and it would keep the large
polluting trucks out of the valley.

| implore you to do what you can to stop the construction of this freeway through South Mountain
Park.

Sincerely,

Bob Toloskiewich

Code
1

Issue

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Design

The proposed freeway would be eight lanes wide, not ten lanes. See Figure 3-34,
on Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-58.

Public Involvement

No public vote was held as part of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
review process. Members of the public were encouraged to participate and submit
their comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement during the 90-day
comment period.

The proposed Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway has been a critical part of the
Maricopa Association of Governments’ Regional Freeway and Highway System
since it was first included in funding approved by Maricopa County voters in 1985.
It was also part of the Regional Transportation Plan funding passed by Maricopa
County voters in 2004 through Proposition 400.

Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Air Quality

According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 2021 Draft Report, review of wind data from the
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during

the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved
mixing, winds typically were from the west.

Purpose and
Need, Truck
Bypass

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Alternatives

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County. The State Route 85/Interstate 8 Alternative was
evaluated for the proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated
from further study are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement.

(Responses continue on next page)



Comment Response Appendix - B3269

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response
8 Neighborhoods/ Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was

conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known

material facts about a property to the buyer.)

Communities
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From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Thumbs up to S. Mountain loop 202
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2013 10:41:39 AM
Attachments: image001.png

Thank you,

Matthew Eberhart
Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F
Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-712-2060

azdot.gov

ADOT
Communications

From: Krone McMogulson [mailto:4daylive@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 18, 2013 10:40 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Thumbs up to S. Mountain loop 202

@ Let's build a better Arizona. Let's build the South Mountain 202 loop.

Thanks
Tom

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Secondary and Induced travel and induced growth are addressed under subheadings of those
Cumulative names on Draft Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174.
2 Secondary and The proposed freeway is a response to existing and anticipated travel demand
Cumulative in the metropolitan Phoenix area. It is not meant to increase travel beyond
From: Projects that expected to be generated from existing and anticipated population and
;z;)ject: /:\?VOI oppose the $2.6B-wasting, sprawl-enabling, pollution-increasing Loop 202 extension ?mployment gl"OWth and related land development' _It 15 |mportant to consider that
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 1:42:17 PM improvements proposed for any type of transportation system (e.g., a new bus
route, rail transit line, commuter rail service) would likely lead to changes in travel
behavior, which, in turn, would lead to increased use of the particular system.
Improvements made to a given transportation system are meant to attract new
Thank you, users (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). If
Salina Tovar this were not a primary goal, the'improveme'nts would be neither effective nor
) . ) warranted. For the proposed action, a goal is to attract users of other segments
Community Relations Officer . . g
1655 W Jackson St. of the Regional Freeway and Highway System and the local arterial street network,
MD 126F, Room 170 now and in the future, to the proposed action to optimize, in part, the entire
Phoenix, AZ 85007 regional transportation system (as outlined in the proposed action’s purpose and
602.712.4629 need in Chapter 1).
azdot.gov
3 Purpose and Need | Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period,
ANDOT conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with
Communications more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final
From: Tom [mailto:goodgnus@gmail.com] Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).
$§?grc;2§tssay' July 23, 2013 1:39 PM By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route
Subject: I oppose the $2.6B-wasting, sprawl-enabling, pollution-increasing Loop 202 extension 101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of
I do not trust the dishonest Draft EIS which critically ignores the well-documented dynamic of induced demand. nearly 30 miles. A new Freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over
As a cyclist, motorist and valley resident since 1996, Phoenix does NOT NEED more el additional ﬁ'eeway Facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on
freeways. This kind of development post housing boom and in a down economy is a waste of the region’s freeways would be reduced.
money. Driving in the Phoenix Metro area is easy, too easy. It discourages smart . . . )
development, alternative transportation and pollutes our valley. The valley has gone downhill 4 Purpose and Need | The worldwide recession that began in late 2007 generated a substantial downturn
since 1996 in my opinion. We're an urban sprawl hell. in growth rates for new housing and employment across the United States.
Arizona particularly suffered the effects of this recession because, beginning in
Thank you, the early 2000s, Arizona in general and Maricopa County specifically experienced
Tom some of the fastest population, housing, and employment growth rates in the
Mesa, AZ country. Because the need for the proposed freeway is predicated in part on
projected growth, one might conclude the recession reduced that need. An
economic downturn associated with a given recession is, however, generally
considered a short-term phenomenon with respect to the longer-term planning
horizon established for the proposed freeway. Socioeconomic indicators have
steadily and consistently increased in the region since the early 1900s. The critical
factors underlying these indicators remain unchanged. (See the sidebar on Final
Environmental Impact Statement page 1-11.)
5 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Need, Old Plan or | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Use of Old Data Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)
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Code Comment Document

Code
6

Issue

Neighborhoods/
Communities

Response

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects

are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore,
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed action
would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in
the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which
began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the
proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-
fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth
would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for
urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the
last 25 years.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

Dean ADOT
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Code Comment Document
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

Heather Tommasi Document Created: 7/24/2013 8:40:05 PM by Web Comment Form
@ Please approve the loop 202 freeway. It will improve so many lives and the economy.
Let's finish this! :)
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Alternatives, W59 | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Alternative Versus | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
W101 Alternative | Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Document Created: 7/16/2013 7:16:35 PM by Web Comment Form
You are proposing to link the new 202 to Interstate 10 at about 51st Avenue. | am sure
this is the easiest place to place the junction in terms of acquiring right-of-way. It is an area
whose citizens will offer little resistance to eminent domain.
The problem with this alignment and subsequent junction is that it will create one of the worst
@ bottlenecks that Arizona has ever seen. The expansion of interstate 10 to accommodate the
huge number of westbound trucks that will choose this route to avoid the center of Phoenix
will need to be immense. | have already seen how you folks join routes:
Exhibit 1: the junction of northbound 51 to westbound 101- a nasty little bottleneck.
Exhibit 2: the junction of the westbound 101 to northbound I-17-another unfortunate piece of
bottleneck engineering.
A more sensible alignment (albeit more problematic and costly) would be to join the 202 to
the existing 101and avoid that already congested corridor of Interstate 10 between 51st and
99th Avenues.
I know, this makes way too much sense.
Thanks for listening.

Frank Tonis
Associate Broker
HomeSmart Real Estate.




Comment Response Appendix - B3277

Code Comment Document

Document Created: 6/19/2013 9:01:44 PM by Web Comment Form

%

Jerry Tooley
This proposal does not cover even half of the impact this extension of Loop 202 will have

on the population in Ahwatukee and surrounding area. The air quality will be severely
impacted. The noise generated by the traffic will be trapped in the residential area by the
mountain.

There is no reason to construct this freeway. It will be simply a truck by-pass. Very few
people in the Ahwatukee area will benefit from this.

Those who feel the freeway will benefit them when commuting to their work should consider
moving closer.

Code
1

Issue

Air Quality

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Noise

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

As discussed in the Noise Analysis Technical Report prepared for the Final
Environmental Impact Statement, the proposed South Mountain Freeway was
modeled in the latest version of the Traffic Noise Model (version 2.5). This is a
three-dimensional model that factors in elements of the proposed freeway using

X, ¥, and z coordinates. The model did account for the elevations of the freeway,
nearby homes that may be elevated above the road, and any recommended
barriers between the homes and freeway. This is the same procedure and same
model used for other freeway projects in the Phoenix metropolitan area and across
the country.

Purpose and
Need, Truck
Bypass

Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document

4354

@ 15

16
17

18

MANUEL TOPETE: And I live in Laveen, 51st

and Baseline. And I can't wait for this to happen. As

simple as that.

My only regret is I won't live to see it.

Just I wish it was already done. I think you should

also hear this, aside from all this bad.

Driver and Nix Court Reporters -

www.drivernix.com

(602)

Page 11
266-6525

Code

Issue Response

Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Acquisitions and A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the
Relocations relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property
values. A recent study by the California Department of Transportation concluded
Document Created: 6/16/2013 11:41:18 AM by Web Comment Form that freeway facilities did not substantially affect sales prices in residential
To whom it may concern: areas adjacent to the facility. The study concluded that it is the visibility of the
freeway that may influence selling price and not distance or noise. As a result, the
It thoroughly disgusts me your idea to degrade the value of properties in the Ahwatukee area researchers generally concluded that the more the visibility of a new freeway is
by insisting in building the Loop 202 project. It is preposterous that after developing this area reduced, the less it would determine the sales price of homes sold in the area.
as a quiet rt_asndenhal zone and 20 somgthmg years pl.anmng this road to b.eneflt afew at 2 Neighborhoods/ While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee
best, you still vow to disrupt our tranquil lives by building such a monstrosity so close to our 9.0 2 2 . o .
Communities Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for

homes. | suppose that | don't have to reiterate my opposition to such a project, but | will go
further than that. If you insist on building this road, you will lose another taxpayer from the
state because | will move from Arizona. | will also tell you that around this area there are

@ many people sharing my sentiments in regards to the project and moving from the state if this
venture ever comes to fruition.

many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21).
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

3 Acquisitions and There is no evidence that the proposed facility would cause people to leave the
Sincerely Relocations area. The regions’ benefits would remain, and improved access to residences and
businesses would make them more desirable.

Jose A. Torres




B3280 - Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document

From: Jose Torres

To: Projects

Subject: Loop 202 Project

Date: Sunday, June 16, 2013 9:42:56 AM

To whom it may concern:

It thoroughly disgusts me your idea to degrade the value of properties in the Ahwatukee area by
insisting in building the Loop 202 project. It is preposterous that after developing this area as a quiet
residential zone and 20 something years planning this road to benefit a few at best, you still vow to
disrupt our tranquil lives by building such a monstrosity so close to our homes. I suppose that I don't
have to reiterate my opposition to such a project, but I will go further than that. If you insist on
building this road, you will lose another taxpayer from the state because I will move from Arizona. I will
also tell you that around this area there are many people sharing my sentiments in regards to the
project and moving from the state if this venture ever comes to fruition.

Sincerely,

Jose A. Torres

Code
1

Issue

Acquisitions and
Relocations

Response

A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the
relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property
values. A recent study by the California Department of Transportation concluded
that freeway facilities did not substantially affect sales prices in residential

areas adjacent to the facility. The study concluded that it is the visibility of the
freeway that may influence selling price and not distance or noise. As a result, the
researchers generally concluded that the more the visibility of a new freeway is
reduced, the less it would determine the sales price of homes sold in the area.

Neighborhoods/

Communities

While the E1 Alternative is adjacent to the largely residential areas of Ahwatukee
Foothills Village (to the north), a freeway has been planned in this location for
many years (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-17 and 4-21).
Where existing residential uses are adjacent to the proposed freeway, noise
mitigation would be implemented according to the Arizona Department of
Transportation policy (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 4-91).

Acquisitions and
Relocations

There is no evidence that the proposed facility would cause people to leave the
area. The regions’ benefits would remain, and improved access to residences and
businesses would make them more desirable.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Design The interchanges at Broadway Road and Lower Buckeye Road have been designed
Gerardo Torres Document Created: 7/1/2013 12:45:38 AM by Web Comment Form as hglﬁdlamond interchanges due to the future .Statg Route' 30 traffic n:lterchange
that is planned to connect to State Route 202L in this location. A full diamond
interchange would create potential weaving issues with the addition of the system
ramps from the future State Route 30 traffic interchange.

Why is map 16 missing off-ramp and on-ramps? It's missing off/on-ramps southbound on
lower buckeye and northbound on Broadway. It really would not make sense to have to drive
@ a mile and wait for another stoplight. Especially people driving north from Broadway. This
would create a jam of people coming north from broadway and people going north on lower
buckeye. Thanks!
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Code Comment Document

OEEO

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: LOOP 202

Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:55:03 AM

From: Mary and Dallas [mailto:dmtousleyl@cox.net]
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 4:50 PM

To: Projects

Subject: LOOP 202

Ref: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway

Please let it be known that we as property and home owners in the Ahwatukee Foothills
do strongly oppose this freeway in this area. It will become a Truck Route for all trucks
adding pollution to this area. Especially, Mexican trucks using this route which will add
pollution due to their diesel fuel mixtures regarding sulphur. Chemical spills are another
great concern.

Plus all the homes that will have to be destroyed disrupting many families.
Again | would like to appeal to you to NOT build this freeway in this area.

Thank you

Dallas & Mary Tousley

16035 S. 13" Place
Phoenix, AZ 85048
480-460-8770

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the

person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus

attachments.

Code Issue Response

1 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Need, Truck identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Bypass Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Trucks

3 Hazardous
Materials

4 Neighborhoods/ Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was
Communities conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed

facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

5/15/13

CALLER:

ANDREA & ANDREW TOWN
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

11:09 AM

CALLER ADDRESS:

517 W. KNOX, CHANDLER, AZ 85225
EMAIL:

@ We do support the new highway. Thank you and have a good day.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW:

Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:32:37 AM

From: tom townsend [mailto:tomjt1944@yahoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, May 18, 2013 5:28 AM

To: Projects

Subject:

i am against the 202 using pecos road, any reasonable person would opt for a more southern
route meeting the west 101

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, E1
Alternative

Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community
Alignment

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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B3285

13 MR. TRACY: Can I have about five minutes

14 to catch my breath?

15 THE FACILITATOR: Most certainly.

16 MR. TRACY: It wasn't always this way, you
17 know. I just lived here 43 years too long.

18 THE FACILITATOR: Welcome, Mr. Tracy, you
19 have three minutes.

20 MR. TRACY: All right. Thank you very

21 much. It was quite difficult for me to come here.

22 It's been difficult for me to attend meetings all

23 over the Valley and send letters,

24 when nobody pays any attention to

25 is -- okay, as I say, it was difficult to come here.

Code Comment Document

4249

and disappointing

it. I hope this

Driver and Nix Court Reporters -
www.drivernix.com

Page 65
(602) 266-6525

Code

Issue

Response

(Comment codes begin on next page)
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Alternatives The alternative proposed by the commenter is similar to the U.S. Route 60
Extension and Interstate 10 Spur alternatives evaluated for the proposed project.
The reasons these alternatives were eliminated from further study are presented
on page 3-12 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

1 THE FACILITATOR: Before you start, I'm

2 going to reset your clock so you have a full three
3 minutes.

4 MR. TRACY: Fine. Thank you. And it was

5 difficult to go to many meetings around the Valley,

6 because I spoke for such things as having the stadium
7 in the middle of the community. It's over on the

8 outskirts. I spoke against people who wanted to have
9 the light rail to the Mormon Temple rather than to

10 the stadium where 20 or 30 people congregate and

11 spend three or four hours going and coming from
12 events.
13 The selfish people in this community are
14 their worst enemy. We've had a lot of projects fail,
<::) 15 and this is going to be another one. We have a

16 traffic jam at 60 and 10. A continuation of 60

17 across to Avondale will relieve that traffic jam. A
18 highway on the other side of South Mountain will give
19 the casinos another opportunity to destroy our
20 economy.
21 I have prepared a number of things that I
22 would like somebody that's in authority to review.
23 They don't only deal with the 202; they deal with the
24 whole community. Because you're not just deciding

25 what's going to happen out there, you're deciding

Page 66
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Code Comment Document

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

what's going to happen at Washington and Central. We
have a large area between Baseline and Washington
Street that should be rejuvenated. The
transportation should be available. When I went to
school, I had the subway, I had buses. There are
people here who cannot work because they don't have a
car. It's an absolute necessity. 110 degrees.

But the 202 is important to the people who,
for example, recommend that we go with the light rail
out to the trailer park area instead of to the west
side where there are people jammed up in the morning.
I ask for a fair review of this. Believe me, when it
comes to corruption, Phoenix has led the nation. And
this is another attempt by certain people to gain
what should be given to the populace. As I say, the
west side and the south side of Phoenix should be
built up so we have decent transportation, so people
like me don't get COPD.

I thank you for your opportunity to do
something constructive for a change. The hockey
stadium out in the middle of Glendale is going to go
bankrupt. It's a threat to people who can't afford
it. It should be in Scottsdale, but ASU took that
property for their own benefit. They could have put

that Windsong anywhere in the County --

Code
2

Issue

Alternatives

Response

Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1).
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages

3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association

of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build)
Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Page 67
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 THE FACILITATOR: Thank you, Mr. Tracy.
2 MR. TRACY: -- the middle of Scottsdale,
3 which should be -- our population area should be the
4 arena. Thank you.
5 THE FACILITATOR: Thank you. If you have
6 additional feedback, we really encourage you to go
7 next door and speak with a court reporter.
8 Thank you, Mr. Tracy.
o 9 MR. TRACY: Thank you.
Page 68
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Code Comment Document

© O

4422
1 MR. TRACY: I am Richard Tracy, 2238 South
2 Cottonwood Street in Mesa, Arizona. I have been a
3 resident here for 43 years, lived in an area within a mile
4 of the Black Canyon, and it contributed to the fact that I
5 have HOPD now -- COPD. I'm sorry. It's like H. But I'm
[ on 24-hour oxygen as a result of living too close to the
7 freeway.
8 The 202 Extension is just a pie-in-the-sky
9 idea of some Las Vegas and Phoenix people who wish to
10 create more casinos, various other economic advantages.
11 It's a highway to nowhere. It will not reduce the
12 congestion we have on our roads. It may -- important
13 place is what they call the curve or the bend between
14 Route 60 on 10 and into Washington Street. And that
15 traffic could be relieved with a road that would continue
16 60 into Phoenix. There are many, many roads off of that
17 Baseline alignment that would be served. The community
18 along Baseline should be rejuvenated.
19 There's no doubt in my mind the selfish
20 interests did such things as making sure that the light
21 rail went to the unnecessary Mormon temple rather than to
22 the stadium. They fought efforts to put the stadium for
23 the Cardinal football team in the center of the community.
24 As a result, people are traveling three and four hours to
25 get to and from when they have a sporting event, which is

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build)
Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Purpose and Need

Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period,
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).

By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

Alternatives

The alternative proposed by the commenter is similar to the U.S. Route 60
Extension and Interstate 10 Spur alternatives evaluated for the proposed project.
The reasons these alternatives were eliminated from further study are presented
on page 3-12 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

Page 8
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Code Comment Document

1 totally unnecessary.
2 Chasing the hockey group out to Glendale
3 rather than putting it in Scottsdale, again, was a selfish
4 effort by certain leaders, the same people who now are
5 trying to get the 202 rather than a very useful road that
6 would go from 10 over to the 59th Avenue would relieve the
7 traffic, would relieve the effort in downtown Phoenix
8 which has everybody routed through the small area of
9 Washington or McDowell. It's a plan for the future to
10 have a freeway in the alignment between Baseline and
11 Broadway.
12 I have many articles that I'd like to
13 submit. And one of them, of course, is the fact that
14 Phoenix leads the nation in scams. And anytime there's
15 been a fraud on a large scale, Phoenix has been the
16 leader. We are last in the educational support. We're
17 last in helping people who need help.
18 The community is divided between the very
19 rich and the very poor, which is not a healthy situation.
20 But it has existed, and it's perpetuated by outfits like
21 John Birch Society and today the Tea Party and various
22 other interests rather than a blended community which
23 would help everybody. We don't have that here, and it's
24 unfortunate.
25 I was fortunate. I went to college and
Page 9
Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525
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Code Comment Document

000

10

11

school. I didn't need a car. I could use the bus. And
people all over this country that have many advantages
that we don't have here for our average middle class
citizen. And this particular road will deprive us of a
road and light rail where it's really needed, where it
would really help.

And I appreciate this opportunity. It was
difficult, in my condition, to come down here. But I'm
glad I did, and I appreciate the young lady being so
patient. Thank you.

Can I put this with my material?

Page 10
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Code
4

Issue

Alternatives,
Nonfreeway
Alternatives

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Alternatives

Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1).
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages

3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association

of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

Alternatives

The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other
statewide projects.
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Code Comment Document

Richard T Tracy
If The extnsion of 202 was inportant to traffic and clean air it would not have needed
millions of PR and twenty years to build. My fear is each group make it impossible to
develope a stainable community.We needed a stamium and it ended up ten miles from the
center. Same the Arena. Things fail here because of prtty greedy inconsistent leadership.
The 202 extention is not as important as a rail line from Tucson or Mexico to Vages.

It is not going to benefit any one but the highway builders and the casinos. Light rail from
Baseline to Washington St and extra Lanes |- 10 where 60 joins it will save lives money and
jobs. 202 will gice us fewer jobs and tourists. Damage a Park that will grow in importance as
the population grows. From an COPD family please reduce not increase auto use with
sprawl.

Document Created: 7/24/2013 9:52:05 PM by Web Comment Form

Code
1

Issue

Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Alternatives

Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1).
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages

3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association

of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Secondary and
Cumulative

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects are
often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, more
attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing population
and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation projects like
the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final Environmental
Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed freeway would be
implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in the Western
Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which began in 2007
slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the proposed freeway
would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-fully developed area—
therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth would be constrained.
The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for urban growth as
established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the last 25 years.
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Richard T. Tracy, Sr.
Attorney and Counselor at Law

2238 S. Cottonwood
Mesa, AZ 85203-6388

Licensed in States of
Arizona, Ohio and New York
Telephone 480-839-1153

Mr. Timothy M. Hogan, Esq.
Arizona Center For Law

In the Public Interest.

202 E. McDowell Rd. Ste 153
Phoenix, Az. 85004-4533

January 2,,2012 :
MORE COUNTY BAIT AND SWITCH
The Promise of Beneficial Transportation
A Pending Threat of Continued Urban Sprawl
Dear Mr. Hogan:

| was pleased to have attended the gathering to honor you for the years of dealing with
extremist political groups, Others share your frustrations. We have community leaders that value
money more than public health and corruption is ignored. Transportation far exceeds the County
frauds connected with the Criminal Tower or the Fiesta Bowl both being white washed. The Court
Tower will continue to control the Justice system for the next fifty years. Avoiding intermediate City
Civil Courts that distribute traffic and a chance of justice locaily.

The County had purchased the Baseline Justice Center property for eleven million dollars so
the construction downtown was for the State Bar Association to preserve the 1950 court system and
its mandatory Rent a Judge ADR program that makes small civil cases into big ones. Just another
County Bait and Switch of Tax funds like proposition 400 is turning out to be,

| find it hard to believe that the past legislature may have given us a key to a better, healthier
life style with the passage of SB1525. City infill, public transport and walking to work or school, to
replace blight from more Urban Sprawl. Add to that, the Republic printed Steven Betis My Turn
article,” Inward development,” December 10, That gives hope of user friendly cities. The “20-Year
Transit Plan Progresses.” article of 23rd Audit General summary fails to reveal Prop.400 has been
hijacked by,“investors” and Metropolitan Business Plan partners. The lack of documentation
( accountability) and that light Rail ridership has exceeded expectation is true.

The Republic and ADOT still promote the 1960 growth agenda as does the city of Mesa.
Normal residential evolution failed to develop because Historic preservation and NIMBYs dominated
planning. Families were forced to the outskirts where developers profited. The article by Mr. Betts the
local Chair of Urban Land Institute is enclosed. Most of that information was included in my fetter to
Senator Barbara Boxer, Federal Transportation Chairperson sent after Governor Brewer rejected the
Western auto emissions standards. Copies enclosed, | will not repeat the issues. The toll from
Pollution increases, includes me with COPD and my daughter, disabled for five years. Many middle
aged people on twenty four hour oxygen. The American Lung Arizona branch has documented the
work/medical cost.

The Maricopa County Transportation program, Propasition 400 if off track, aided by EPA in
more ways than one. Prop.400 emphasized balance transportation methods, Freeways we had but
Public Transit near 5%, The recession has been used as an excuse to stop Light Rail going north on
19th Avenue to Dunlap by 2012,Metro Center promised for 2017 and 79th Avenue, 2119. No effort
to consider the true population growth south of the original route projected in 2003. The East Valley
growth was ignored in 2007. Millions from Federal Stimulus, Transportation and various earmarks
followed in 08 and more than offset the local Sales Tax Revenue shortfall. That was not used to
further plans to move people or to reduce pollution. Just the opposite, car pool no longer stressed.

There was money for Sound Walls, HOV lanes, art. Loop 303 for sprawl, Rebuilding the city
of Mesa, studies and more studies, Something like the shortest distance to the greatest population
compromised for Church or Temple locations, to please NIMBY groups. Rebuild Mesa where ten to
twelve million dollars is being spent to increase the distance people will travel with road closings
around the Fiesta Mall. Thirty five millions to purchase white elephants. Eventually increase the
distance for Light Rail if it is built eight to ten miles to the growth areas. Gilbert and Queen Creek,
Chandler, ASU and Gateway Airport.

Tax discrimination has kept muiti million dollar vacant properties downtown for decades. That
affects adjoining properties. Phoenix did not benefit from the_recent billion do ic_construction .
Just the mwwwnm'mmmﬁfﬁnﬁ?w

15, distributes traffic loads as it did years ago.

ADOT is being pressured to continue new Freeway lanes though downtown Phoenix as they
do now, except for the Loop 202 extension proposed in 1960. that will also preserve their midtown
course. Greedy small town mentality that the highway go through the town center. Route 60 over Rt
0 to Avondale via a Baseline Rd. alignment would relieve congestion into town for less than what is
roposed, end congestion. TPC studies do not benefit the public, the taxpayers who suffer delay.
tropolitan Business Plan partners and the investors are planing more urban sprawl., Nationally

Code
1

Issue

Secondary and
Cumulative

Response

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, Fhis term is used in
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto pr.eV|ou.s|y undeveloped
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the Proposed
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban spravYI. Freeway projects are
often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and', therefore,‘more
attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing poPulat|9n
and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation projects like
the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final Environmental
Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed freewa){ would be
implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most notlc‘eably in thfa Western
Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which began in 2007
slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the proposed freeway
would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-fully developed area—
therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth would be constrained.
The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for urban growth as
established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the last 25 years.

Alternatives,
Nonfreeway
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses‘to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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3 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
. . o " ' Need, Old Plan or | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Use of Old Data Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

freeways are being converted to Rail. light or Commuter. Such Infill wouid solve our problems. Four
dollar a gallon gas changes things.

The MAG Transportation Policy Committee is not on the public's side. Legal promises
broken, conflict of interests ignored, corruption, no accountability and breach of Fiduciary duty all
apparent in the past few years. Ignoring our pollution offenses all of seven months last year, yet
ADEQ proposes to weaken the Clean Air standards. The Maricopa Association of Governments and
ADOT are abandoning their public obligation to provide balanced transportation. See prop.400
summary, all funds were to be used. They plan no reduction of auto traffic, our major contributor of
ozone along with road dust .TPC is submitting programs that would limit future Public Transportation
to rubber tired vehicles. The,” investors” even ASU wants Toll Roads to off set tax cuts.

Hearing on various transportation issues will take place soon and will mean nothing without
the prospect of action like that filed December 2009 against EPA. (Bahr v Jackson ) The EPA has
found the 5% PM 10 reduction is inadequate to protect the health of residents of Maricopa County.
MAG, mostly small town officials want more sprawl, less Light Rail in large cities, $10 rush hour Tofl
fees in spite of failures nationwide. Gas prices go up but some businessmen want to end the tax on
gasoline rather than an increase to cover road maintenance.

Note the recent T.P.C. Summary seeks to satisfy,” Stakeholders” investors, not to fulfill their
obligation to existing residents promised in the passage of Proposition 400. Now with less that
twenty miles completed MAG is setting Metro adrift. The Governor's Transportation Oversight
Committee Chairman, Roc Arnet, also Chairman of the East Valley Improvement Committee was a
cheerleader for the tracks to the dead end at the Mesa Mormon Temple, not Gilbert or San Tan.

That TPC Summary calls for widening 1-10, adding H.O.V. lanes on I-10 between |-17 and |-
60 with the implementation of a local express lane system to provide additional capacity along I-10
(That is code for private Toll Roads at public expense). What they call sustainable transportation is
non-sustainable residence support. The extension of Loop 202, a 22 mile road to nowhere was
planned in 1960. Now mainly for casinos operated from Los Vegas, will kill our economic future.

The small map shows projected population in the pre 2004 campaign material, That
stated,”By 2007, nearly 150 miles of Freeway will be complete. Now is the time to look at the next
round of transportation investments.” That give the impression that public transportation was ending
workers daily ordeal of traffic delays. Note the TPC Summary last paragraph does not address the
public need or traffic congestion but rather the, “difficulty of developers in assembling various land
parcels.” Infill in south Phoenix would reduce congestion, there is our hope for the future.

When the 2007 scoping took place to determine the future course of Light Rail as stated
above only Central Mesa was discussed and considered. Projected growth did not occur, Mesa's
Conservatives rejected progress. Gilbert's population increase, 83% and Queen Creek San Tan area
went from 4.400 in 2000 to over 30,000, Gateway and ASU plus the Fiesta Area with its College and
Hospital presented the obvious need for the Light Rail that would serve the South East Valley best.
Drawing from both east and west. Main Street to Power would add eight or nine miles and about
twenty minutes and draw very little from the east or north. Mesa business view, let them drive 5 or 10
miles. Who will pay to operate that branch, Mesa’s debts are climbing.

Metro approved Light Rail to Mesa Drive, a location so lacking potential riders that almost
immediately the need to extent from the Temple to Gilbert Road became vital. Five hundred
thousand dollars bought that commitment from Metro Light Rail. Downtown Mesa property owners
have hit the lottery, Several million for environmental adjustment, Thirty-five million for property that
has had little value, now being negotiated and failing businesses subsidized during two years of
Construction. The substandard older homes and buildings had been housing for thousands
undocumented, mostly construction workers families. Wealthy property owners moved to Gilbert or
new Lehi. Mesa is said to have twenty thousand haomes vacant or in foreclosure but millions of
dollars has been provided by congress to start construction of Tempe style housing along the Light
Rail track. Being built without a University or employment opportunity nearby like Tempe.

| enclosed material that reveals the deception and explains the problems and promise of
increased health hazards. Election promises are contracts. Because of Media confusion and public
apathy we have no community leaders demanding enforcement. The press supports sprawl, most
people feel it is no use trying to buck the system. Major employers representatives and professionals
are enlisted to keep people from objecting unless that is what the powers that be want at the time.

I hope that your office and the Sierra Club will intercede and provided the public mass transit
as promised for Maricopa County, with truly Happy New Years. Urban sprawl has caused waste and
driven up costs the middle class and small business. Public interests are not considered.

.~ Very truly yours, /
7o) =
Richard T. Tracy,Sr. )

CC Sandra Bahr
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MAG Transportation Director Eric Anderson’s press release of October 8, 2011 spoke nothing of
MAG joining in a plan that replaces the objectives and funding of Prop.400. The Metropolitan
Business Plan means more sprawl less funding for clean air. Note funding commiitted all sources. Now
MAG TPC is using that to fund Toll Roads, fringe development and doubling I-10. And extending
Loop 202. Funds for Light Rail committed areas but are personal piggy banks for some. Clean Air and
Sunshine was what made Phoenix, not pie in the sky developments scams. Dirty air and dirty politics may
destroy it.

Anderson on MAG on not funding what was promised:

MAG Transportation Director Eric Anderson's press release of October 8, 2011 spoke nothing of MAG
joining in a plan that replaces the objectives and funding of Prop.400. The Metropolitan Business Plan,
means more sprawl less funding for clean air.

MAG Director Eric Anderson“Some Valley freeway projects will be delayed up to five years by a sharp downturn
in revenues prompted in part by the recession, regional transportation officials say.

Proposition 400, approved by Maricopa County voters in 2004, imposed a countywide half-cent sales tax for 20
years to fund regional transit projects - freeways, streets, buses and light rail. The tax expires in 2025.

However, revenues are now expected to be $2.2 billion, or 24 percent, lower than projected for the remaining 15
years of the program, according to the Maricopa Association of Governments, a coalition oflocal governments that
serves as a planning agency for the Greater Phoenix area. The regional transit plan is overseen by MAG.

" When Prop. 400 was implemented, MAG projected $14.6billion in revenues through the life of the program. The
new projection is $8.7 billion.

While the effect on transit programs is still being reviewed, MAG has determined that at least 1 1 Valley freeway
projects will be delayed. It is too early to say whether they will be eliminated entirely from the current 20-year plan.
Completion of those projects would require an extension of the program for an extra five years and a new Error!
Hyperlink reference not valid. source - potentially including another voter-approved ballot initiative.

"I would expect, following the pattern of Prop. 400, by sometime after 2020, there would be a move to renew that
tax source. Conceivably, it could happen sooner than that," said the MAG Director.

Read more: hiip://uww zntral.convnews/electionlazelections/articles/201 111 0.0620 11 008maricona-

IOUNTY-

FitlCr=400- funds-shonaae nhniFi<zz 1 hneyR | AG

Proposition 400 Sample Ballot

If approved by the voters of Maricopa County, Proposition 400 would continue the one-half cent sales tax for 20 years,
through December 31, 2025. This sales tax would be used for construction of new freeways, widening of existing
freeways and highways, improvements to the arterial street system, regional bus services and other special
transportation services, and high capacity transit services such as light rail, bus rapid transit and express buses. All
projects to be funded from the proposed sales tax are specified in the Maricopa Association of Governments (MAG)
Regional Transportation Plan.

Regional Transportation Plan

Utilizing input from the community, the MAG Transportation Policy Committee developed the Regional Transportation
Plan (the Plan). The 22-member committee included elected officials and representatives from cities and towns across
the region, the business community, the Arizona Department of Transportation, Maricopa County, the freight industry,
transit, and the Citizens Transportation Oversight Committee.

The Regional Transportation Plan includes $15.8 billion in proposed projects, taking into account all regional funding
sources. About half of the funding, $9 billion (based on 2002 dollars and including $500 million set aside for interest
expense) would come from the passage of Proposition 400.

Mesa Republic  12/10/11

After a campaign to give Phoenix Mesa Gateway Airport an internationally identifiable name [ made
efforts to get to plans for the Light Rail at Sycamore and Main Street to go south to the Airport or San Tan. [ spoke
again to the Gateway Board made up mostly of the Mayors of the surrounding cities that are involved. The
Chairmen that day was Mesa Mayor Scott Smith. He did not seem receptive at ali. I then went to the Board of th_e
Maricopa Association of Governments and guess what Mayor Smith was also the Chairman and no more receptive.
The same was true at the Mesa City Council meeting.

You see at completion of Loop 101 the sleeping downtown Mesa business and property owners awoke. The
highway no longer ran through their Main Street, there was no business. It was in the newly developed Fiesta and
Val Vista areas. That started efforts and publicity to attract the public downtown. Keep the Light Rail going east not
south where there had been a population explosion over the past ten years.

Richard T. Tracy, Sr. Mesa 480-839-1153
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Umelnte on the Southsast Corrider Major Tnvastment Siacky

The TPC heard an update on the Southeast Corridor Major Investment Study. The purpose
of the study is to examine the existing transportation investments proposed for the

i Southeast Corridor, which primarily encompasses the Interstate 10 corridor from Central

' Phoenix to the East Valley. These investments include widening of Interstate 10;
reconstruction of the traffic interchange connecting I-10, State Route 143 and 48th Street;
connection improvements to the US-60 (Superstition Freeway) and the Interstate 17
(Black Canyon Freeway) traffic interchanges; construction of an additional HOV lane on
[-10 between I-17 and US-60; and implementation of a local express lane system to
provide additional capacity along I-10. The Arizona Department of Transportation is
currently completing an Environmental Impact Statement for the I-10 corridor within the
study area.

Along with reviewing these investments and other parallel facilities, the Southeast
Corridor Major Investment Study will study the travel demand between the East Valley
and Central Phoenix to identify the potential for alternative transportation mode strategies
to accommodate demand, along with freeway widening scenarios.

Staff reported that the consultant conducting the study has developed and analyzed three
“bundles” of more than 25 different transportation alternatives. The bundles include a
basic mobility bundle ($350 million investment), peer competitive bundle (systems
common in peer regions, a $2.8 billion investment), and transit focus bundle ($5.1 billion
investment).

Sustainable Transpertation — Land Use Integration Study

Staff provided an update on the Sustainable Transportation — Land Use Integration Study.
The study was launched in 2010 and includes a market analysis and research of best
practices for sustainable transportation. Staff noted that one issue is that many people
interpret the words “sustainable transportation” differently, with definitions ranging from
traffic demand reduction to mode chioice to the environment. Eight factors typically found
when measuring sustainable transportation performance include a neighborhood street
network, housing and employment density, mixed-use neighborhoods, regional
accessibility (especially job centrality and concentration), frequent/convenient transit
service, demand management/incentives, transit-oriented development (including mixed
income housing), and demographics.

Staff noted that a focus group found the existence of obstacles that make infill
development a higher risk than fringe development in the Valley. These include parking
availability and zoning laws, as well as difficulty for developers in assembling various
land parcels. The focus group expressed interest in bus options, and suggested the region
take a hard look at “rubber tire” transit options. Additional observations based on
stakeholder input were that mobility solutions are needed throughout the region, but that
limited parts of the region can support transit oriented development and high capacity
transit in the near term. Next steps will include identifying mobility priorities, modeling
various scenarios, and developing policies, with an eventual outcome of recommended
policies, investments, and pathways.
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Agenda Item #5

MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
INFORMATION SUMMARY... for your review

DATE:
November 9, 2011

SUBJECT:
Update on the Southeast Major Investment Study

SUMMARY:

The fiscal year (FY) 2010 MAG Unified Planning Work Program and Annual Budget, approved by the MAG
Regional Council in May 2009, was amended in March 2010 to include $300,000 to conduct the Southeast
Corridor Major Investment Study. On May 17, 2010, the MAG Regional Council Executive Committee
selected HDR, Inc. to conduct the study.

The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) is in the process of completing an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the widening of Interstate 10, the Maricopa Freeway, between the SR-51/SR-
202L/Red Mountain “Mini-Stack” and SR-202L/Santan-South Mountain “Pecos Stack” traffic interchanges.
The subject of this EIS is an environmental clearance that would allow the reconstruction of the Interstate
10/SR-143/48th Street traffic interchange, connection improvements to the US-60/ Superstition Freeway
and the Interstate 17/Black Canyon Freeway traffic interchanges, construction of an additional high
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane between Interstate 17 and US-60, and implementation of a local-express
lane system to provide additional capacity along Interstate 10 that could accommodate more than 400,000
vehicles per day. ADOT is in the process of wrapping up this EIS and proposes obtaining a Record of
Decision (ROD), the final action in the EIS process, in early 2012.

Presently, the Regional Freeway and Highway Program of the MAG Regional Transportation Plan provides
approximately $650 million for an initial phase of the project between 32nd Street and SR-202l/Santan-
South Mountain Freeways. The remaining sections of the .project, from 32nd Street to SR-51/SR-
202L/Red Mountain Freeway, is estimated to cost $850 million and is presently identified for
implementation in the fifth phase of the Regional Transportation Plan.

During the course of the EIS, questions have been raised by MAG member agencies about the investment
being made in this corridor and the need for alternate transportation options, in addition to widening
Interstate 10 and improving the system traffic interchanges, to accommodate the growing travel demand
between the East Valley and Central Phoenix. inresponse, MAG began developing the Southeast Corridor
Major Investment Study for these purposes. The work program for this Study has the following tasks:

Review of all transportation investments proposed for the Southeast Corridor, including those
proposed along other parallel facilities, such as SR-101L/Price Freeway and SR-202L/Red
Mountain Freeway;

. Study of the travel demand shed between the East Valley and Central Phoenix to identify the
potential for alternative transportation mode strategies to accommodate demand in addition to
freeway widening scenarios;

Consultation with project stakeholders on the project’s findings and recommendations; and
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MAG Launches

Metiropolitan

ith the Valley just beginning to climb out of one
Wof[he most significant economic downturns
in U.S. history, the Maricopa Association of Govern-
ments (MAG) and economic development leaders
from across the region have launched a
Metropolitan Business Planning
process that will move the
“‘\1.\ Valley toward a more secure

economic [uture,

Pollcy:

Change v
Human Capltal:: “We have experienced
: tens of thousands
of foreclosures in
the Valley, and the
pain isn't over yet,”
said Litchtield Park
Mayor Thomas
Schoat, who chairs
the MAG Economic
Development Commit-
tee (EDC). “The region’s
recovery from the recession
will not be driven by a single

sector, agency or individual. A
collaborative upproach is needed to
make dramatic changes in our economy.”

Mayor Schoat said MAG is coordinating with a range
of stakeholders to develop a business plan that will
help put the region back on the path to prosperity. [n
August, MAG was selected by the Brookings Institu-
tion as one of only a handful of pilot cities to partici-
pate in a collaborative partnership o develop a Met-

ropolitan Business Plan. Other partners in the project
inclucle the Greater Phoenix Economic Council
(GPEC), Arizona State University, the Thunderbird

. Message From the Chair . i 2
]m Vaices From the Council +3
MAG Moment: Helicopter Tour ............ 3

Regional Profile: Mayor Barney............ 4

//l [:9/ /:Yd'[[& Online Mapping Toals....................... 5

Business Plan

School of Global Management, Maricopa Community
Colleges, and the Arizona Commerce Authority.

“Not only are we tapping into
some of the brightest minds in
our region, the value of working
with Brookings is that they can
help us identify new opportunities T
through their connections with J‘» %

best practices around the coun- %
try,” said MAG Chair and Tempe

Mayor Hugh Hallman. *Uhis will help us leverage
key assets to better compete in a global economy,”
he said.

Mayor Hallman pointed out that the effort will build
upon the hard work that has alreacly taken place in
the region, including incorporating economic devel-
opment plans already underwav.

“We are relving on the expertise of our partners in
economic development and on our regional lead-
ers to identify the actions necessary for revitalizing
our economy,” said Hallman. *The great advantage
ol this project is that it gives us a chance to work
together instead of in our individual silos to create a
unitied economic development strategy.”

GPEC President and CEO Barry Broome said he
is excited about the partmership, agreeing that it is
time to change the way we think about economic
development.

“Ifwe want to translorm Greater Phoenix into a world-
renowned region of excellence, we need a shitt in

Continued on page 10
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Mr. Robert Forrest 2238 S Cottonwood St
Metro Light Rail, Suite 1300 Mesa, Az. 85202
101 North 1% Ave.
Phoenix, Az 85003

TRANSIT PARTS CONSIDERED SEPARATELY
Dear Mr. Forrest: COUNTY TOTAL EPA SCORE, POOR, WHY?

May 27,May 26,count back to December19 before you can find a good air day in

Maricopa County. Once known for its clean air, a respiratory cure center and laid back life
style, is now a place compared to Los Angles. Urban sprawl. Traffic delays, smog-obscuring view..
The EPA and Federal Departments of Transportation, free of local influences are guilty of betraying
their obligation to the residents. They give lip service to anti pollution measures but support federally
funded projects that confribute to poor planing of a community, waste, traffic jams, accidents and
increased pollution.

The Light Rail is badly needed where there are young families, working middle class and
college students. Light Rail's goal to reduce traffic instead is being diverted to a retirement area.
First stop Mesa Dr. along mostly abandoned Main Street to the Cemetery, large park across from
the LDS Temple, Historic single family home districts. They want it, because it's almost free. All local
funds are going to redevelop east of Mesa Drive that is where the Mormon Community of Lehi is
being reborn.,

The future plan after 2016 is to extend to Gilbert Road a trailer park area on the north, mostly
vacant six-month a year. Growth and traffic jams are miles to the South. Help would come to finance
a connection between the two major airports, but to go east to Power Rd. then south, would add
nine miles and at least twenty minutes to the trip and maybe twenty years before completion.

The East Valley at the last census has grown to over a million people. Mainly in the Gilbert,
San Tan, Queen Creek, Chandler areas. Only a small percentage reside north of Route 60. Mesa
Main Street died when Route 60 moved south and residents resisted change. Mesa has ten
thousand homes empty or in foreclosure. The ADOT Citizens Overview Committee and MAG
Chairman, the Mesa Mayor, are both strong Mormon leaders ignore the facts. And public interest.
Suggest people can drive five to ten miles to Light Rail. EPA and Metro have a responsibility to get
traffic off the road on to rail, but for five years only Mesa Central Main was considered.

The Maricopa Association of Governments are controlled by Developers, it encourages only
Urban Sprawl, not infill and we have thousands of empty newer buildings, they and people are not a
developers concem, only buying BLM land, building and making a profit. ADOT is planning roads
for the developers into 2024. Travel time, empty buildings pollution all increase, as do no-burn days.
The community already so spread out the two car families have grown to three or four with teen
agers. Excessive travel demands, costs and blight are not a concern of County Planners.

Light Rail should go south from Sycamore to the Fiesta Mall area with its Hospital and College
campuses, dozens of empty buildings and locations for apartments. Actual, not just potential riders.
Then through Gilbert southeast ending near Mesa Gateway Airport and San Tan Village. ADOT's
plan a twenty four lane road west of Tempe that could become a Toll Road. More about that in the
attached addition to go with the Exhibits and articles.

Very little is done to get express buses between cities except for the West Valley to Downtown
Phoenix and that did provide results. There is very little effort to get the single driver of the road.
Proper placement of Light Rail and extending Rt. 60 just does not fit the powers to be plan for this
large county that is run like a hick town by people who remember it as it was, do not know how it
could be. It is clear to an impartial observer that there is not sufficient passenger prospects for Light
Rail at Central Mesa and there is not enough room for proper traffic movement in Central Mesa, but
then drivers will avoid going there, the public and private investment wrote it off when Freeways
developed south then north. Its common the greedy take from the needy around here.

-~ Sipcerel
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Report of Bob Hazlett MAG Senior Engineer 10-19-11 on
Managed Lanes(Toll Road ) to MAG Transportation Committee

Lanes Network Study will look at the concept of priced managed lanes or placing a toll on HOV
lanes. He stated that there are four phases to the project, with the first phase underway.

Mr. Hazlett stated that the study will evaluate future HOV needs, the viability of managed lanes,
and legislative and institutional requirements. He said that stakeholders includes representatives
0f MAG member agencies, the Arizona Department of Transportation, and the Federal Hi ghway
Administration,

Mr. Hazlett stated that managed lanes are dedicated lanes for one or more user groups. He said that
HOV lanes in this region are managed lanes. Mr. Hazlett stated that managed lanes can be
high-occupancy toll (HOT) lanes, express lanes, express toll lanes, or value priced lanes. He said
that names and branding vary by region and reflect different strategies. Mr. Hazlett noted that there
are more than 130 managed lanes facilities in the United States, and he added that once the HOV
lanes on Loop 101 are completed, the MAG region will have the fourth largest managed lanes
network in the country in terms of lane miles, behind Los Angeles, San Francisco, and Seattle. Mr.
Hazlett remarked that the evolution of the region’s freeway system since 1985 is a remarkable
achievement.

Mr. Hazlett stated that 12 projects in the country currently use price managed lanes, and the
Managed Lanes Network Study consultant identified where they are being contemplated. He noted
that some are express toll lanes where you must stay in the lane and cannot weave in and out. Mr.
Hazlett stated that one of the more ambitious projects is in the Dallas area, where Interstate 635
will be double decked. He explained that the top lanes will be the existing lanes and the bottom
lanes will be managed lanes, Mr, Hazlett stated that truck-only toll roads are being considered in
Atlanta and New Jersey.

Mr. Hazlett then addressed the lessons learned from SR-91 in Orange County, California,
considered the granddaddy of managed lanes, constructed in 1996. He said that it was the first
managed lane facility to use value pricing and the first fully automated toll facility in the United
States. Mr. Hazlett stated that SR-91 is in an area with few competing routes, and it introduced the
concept of variable pricing for tolls. He said that tol] setting is an ongoing process; they review the
data monthly and set the tolls, with a goal of keeping traffic moving. Mr. Hazlett stated that the toll
amounts vary and the peak hour toll is about $10.

Mr. Hazlett stated that SR-91 was a public-private partnership, and as a result, a lot of codicils were
added that made it difficult for Orange County to do a lot of planning. He said that a buy-back by
Orange County was necessary o overcome a restrictive non-compete clause contained in the lease,
for example, CALTRANS could not add any lanes on nearby freeways that would compete with
SR-91. Mr. Hazlett stated that SR-91 generates about $45 million in revenues annually.

Mr. Hazlett then addressed lessons learned from Interstate 95 in Miami-Dade County, Florida. He
said that the project converted 21 miles of single HOV lanes to dual HOT lanes. Mr. Hazlett stated
that drivers previously could enter or leave the |anes at any time, but once the lanes were converted,
drivers could enter or exit only through dedicated points, From this it was learned that a wood
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RICHARD T. TRACY, SR,
2238 S. COTTONWOOQD ST.
MESA, AZ 85202

Mountain Study Team

ADOT MD 126F

1655W Jackson St. July 21,2013
Phoenix, Az 85007

Dear Study Team:

My big concern is the High way to nowhere 202 Extension will waste $2 billion,
which could solve problems in the south east Valley of Phoenix.

Extending Rt. 60 over and west to 59™ Ave. Light Rail to the San Tan Area via
Fiesta mall and Alma School Road. where people who will pay for the system live.

And most important the start of RT I-11.

We will be left out if we get money for 202 and the try to get money for I —11
Tucson to Vegas. Other states will claim it is their turn after we get
What would be needed to satisfy the road builder. Rail is our future not more freeways.
Just like Solar but we have people fighting to keek coal.

My enclosed items tell the truth about the proposed extenuation of 202 on or near
Pecos Road. The editorials on the other hand has a lot of false information. The so call
South Mountain Freeway will not help relieve traffic. The vote on Prop 400 was to help
move people with mass transit. Those people did not keep their promise. the Indians do
not want their land made like Rt. 101 for the benefit of the Los Vegas investors. Look at
the shacks years later, Some investors have held options on the proposed area and for
years. We have too many casinos already. They have damaged the Scottsdale economy.
Now wreck Chandler with 202.

The Light Rail did not progress for years because Maricopa Association of
Governments is not moving traffic but rather edges of Cities. What MAG and East Valley
movers and shakers want and what we need are set out in their Minutes of meetings. The
Metropolitan Business Plan will create more blighted areas like those referred to by the
citizens in the makeover question of the Feb .16™ Mesa Republic article. South Phoenix
is the largest area in need of a makeover. Investors gladly accept Government tax credits
but develop out side the cities. Areas north and west were to have light Rail by this time.
Instead money was held back for projects they cail
Progress but leaves out our main industry Tourism. Road and home building can not take
its place for long. We have the sun but pollution hides it and people do not come back
when its hard to breath and every thing is twenty miles away, Not organized like Denver

for example or San Degas.
7 r 5ingerely
Richard T. Traly St ”

Code
1

Issue

Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Alternatives

Federal regulations stipulate that an environmental impact statement shall
“rigorously explore and objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives” (40 Code of
Federal Regulations § 1502.14; see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-1).
All alternatives were screened using a multidisciplinary set of criteria. Nonfreeway
alternatives were considered (see Final Environmental Impact Statement pages

3-3 through 3-6). Among other things, the study took into account improving
existing freeways, improving or expanding other travel modes, strategies to reduce
travel demand, and various roadway configurations. This study examined not only
the potential impacts from improvements, but also the consequences of building
nothing, the No-Action Alternative. As proposed by the Maricopa Association

of Governments, the South Mountain Freeway would be part of the Regional
Freeway and Highway System. Other transportation improvements such as mass
transit and local roads are specified in the Regional Transportation Plan and were
considered during the evaluation of this proposed new freeway. As noted in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (see page 3-60), the proposed freeway would
provide opportunities to enhance operation of future mass transit improvements.

Alternatives

The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other
statewide projects.

Purpose and Need

Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period,
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).

By 2035, east- and westbound motorists on Interstate 10 between State Route
101L (Agua Fria Freeway) and State Route 202L (Santan Freeway) are expected to
experience stop-and-go driving for over 3 hours every day. This is for a distance of
nearly 30 miles. A new freeway in the Study Area would distribute commuters over
an additional freeway facility. As a result, the duration of stop-and-go traffic on
the region’s freeways would be reduced.

Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community
Alignment

Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Response

Issue

Code

Comment Document

Code

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped

land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed

freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects are

often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore, more
attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing population
and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation projects like

implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most noticeably in the Western

Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide recession which began in 2007
therefore, any contribution to accelerated or induced growth would be constrained.

the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final Environmental
Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed freeway would be
slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study Area, the proposed freeway
would abut public parkland, Native American land, and a near-fully developed area—
The proposed freeway would be built in an area planned for urban growth as

Extension and Interstate 10 Spur alternatives evaluated for the proposed project.
The reasons these alternatives were eliminated from further study are presented

established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans for at least the last 25 years.

The alternative proposed by the commenter is similar to the U.S. Route 60
on page 3-12 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement.
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Comment Response Appendix - B3307

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

c o ' ' ment or landowners’ goal of a

FI‘ eeway rout;el roughly half a mileto the-

N
o
3
o

tribe’s requirements to qualify
the petition, tribal elections of-

ing: “The community will con-
tinue to work with all the inter-

ead the full

series and learn more about':

ficials said. ested parties, both within ‘the
= For ‘tribe members who tribeandoutsidethetribe,toen-
. wanted no freeway, it was avic-  sure that the Loop 202 processis
tory, butit may be short-lived.  brought to the best possible con-

“The action comes as the Ari- clusion for the community.” %

2 has mostly failed

owth, development. -

» The EPA'is a four-lette)
“many in Washingtg

south.
Continued from Page B1 -Tribal spokeswoman Zuzette
Kisto issued a statement, say-"

Ari:

.
.

zona Department of Transpor- The tribe has not taken a for-
tation nears a July 24 deadline mal position on the-options in
for public comment on its envi- the environmentalimpact state- ’
4. ronmental study on the $2bil- ment. In statements or in' meet-

TODAY

‘Why the air matters to everyone,
to take air qua

“» Rundown of the sevenspat

dealing with gr
series. A7

- MORE ONLINE;

has asthma a;n,d must take care to

eep her air passanes onen. The Oueen Creek child s

lion, 22-mile extension of Loop
202. That study says that the La-
veen-to-Chandler freeway is vi-
tal to regional mobility and that
the only option is to cut through
South Mountain Park.

“I'm glad it’s over and done
with, because now, we can work
on ‘protecting the mountain,”
Lori Riddle, an activist who
wants no freeway, said after last
week’s decision.

ADOT expects to finish the
environmental work and’ seek
federal approval to build the
freeway next year.

The study recommends

ings leading up tothe decision,
tribal government officials did
not document the basis for re-
Jjecting the signatures. '

The tribe launched an inves-
tigation after reports that pet-
ition gatherers suggested the
state would pay each tribe
member $2,000 if the freeway
was built. Some tribal landhold-
ers were paid $50 for entering
an agreement with Perez’s de-
velopment firm, Pangea Devel-
opment Co. LLC.

Tribal police were asked to
determine whether the elec-
tioneering was clean. S

They issued a report, but the

&
o building the freeway, including
g cutting a 280-foot notch in the - findings were never released.
X mountain, and favors among = Last week, tribal-election staff
& three options a S9th Avenue said that 20 people said they
2 alignment in the West Valley. didn’t remember signing the pa-
Activists with Protecting Ar-  pers. - :
ga‘ izona’s Resources and Children, An additional - '173 were
"™ a group established to oppose deemed fraudulent, without ev-
. ghe Soutl{x Mé)untainhFreeway, idence or exic)llanation.
HA B L ave gathered enough money to Perez ‘and others- said the
('/Z) ’ é’:: c .g A-‘,,,; & 5 'g ;65” ' hire experts ‘to challenge elections . office gave: sup- \
ofp OaSg e ‘::'é g8 aEC ADOT’s study.” They’ve said porterstwovoter lists, one 1,000. N
o, s 58 897 ;5 ~§3 ;. ‘they will sue to stop the free- *names longer than the other,
O “E)g TE o ;.3-% 5 S - way But those who favored and in February determined
Z B SH= 8% 85 oY ¢ moving it think such hopes are . they had enough. valid signa-.
Q <=aB § SETE 52 | deluded. tures. Pangea and the landown- ¢
QL %gg g g gﬁ 2 eE é “I don’t think anybody can ers asked the Bureau of Indian \§
@I 488 § S5ga3 8 stop that freeway going through - Affairs to intercede, but the
5 g 2 & 5 : =825 ;1’§ 5 the mountain,” petition backer  BIA wrote back that the issue \\§
< o 5ag.YEZSS 83 5 Joseph Perez said. .. wasan internal matter between
W 8recEms g SBSe 3 “To me, this is an historic the tribe and its members. N
@Z § BN O o RN :-g;an?,’?‘, -@ travesty, not because of the No-build activists, such as
Ty £ £S 88 d;&’;ﬁﬁ 8 freeway but because tribal gov~ Riddle, say the tribal govern-
N 588 E =2 & g g g .& ¢ ernment refuses to listen to in- ment is upholding tribe mem- -
>0 agedg o.=ERE T v, dividual people who want bers’ views by holding fast on _
(5] LORB G L wso o change.” the 2012 referendum.
o 52=58&88 £g8¢&  Nathaniel Percharo, a tribal Last  week’s drama on the
ﬁrj gﬁé‘g SE EEWE landowner and petition organiz- reservation - sent ripples
e Ly w : SHT 84;5 & e, called the outcome a “done  throughout the region.
= @E g;g’o - g 5] E,g % deal” anda“heartl'{reak,’_’ . For Laveen-area residents
B bt 'm%%@ SE wgg “Itmakes youalittlediscour- eagerto get heavy truck traffic -
4 -1":'35 8B Eeg & aged. If you talk to 1,500 people, offlocal streets, the no-vote rul-
= §5e o B B2 g § §'S'§ O and they want a recount, that'’s ingendsdecades of uncertainty. .
E E ES % = g-~§ 3 NoE-ly 5@,’% something to look at,” he said, In Ahwatukee Foothills, the
D gE ;g 588 8 & gi_f 2 o referring tothe number of tribe  reaction was more mixed. R
O §§ ' §»~>’8§ ge g : 2°'5S members who signed petitions “This is not a positive thing
Ll £z EEn8ms gpfg"ﬁ & calling for a second vote in a for the southern part of my dis- =Q
: &: 33 2 ‘§ o5 Ef E o'£% & year on the freeway. trict. It just isn’t,” said Phoenix <
g5 TE&SLSEAR £8  In2012 a plurality of tribal Councilman Sal DiCiccio, Who
e .?’E ?;‘5 ’-'_Q;:O E’é' 2¢ ‘"E voters favored no freeway over has worked to- move the free- \jb
— N S e RS P 3

t?p_%anned Pecos Road align- way onto tribal land. N

T2 Tcaoe (e Vegau meil i, destons s
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Richard T, Tracy, Sr.
Attorney and Counselor at Law ,
. ommuter. Such Infill would solve our problems. Four
2238 8. Cottonwood Licensed in States of
Mesa, AZ 85R03-6885 Asizona, Ol and New York

Telephons 4808301155 ittee is not on the public's side. Legal promises

Mr. Timothy M. Hogan, Esq.

Arizona Genter For Law

In the Public Interest,

202 E. McDowell Rd. Ste 153 January 2,,2012

Phoenix, Az. 85004-4533 MORE COUNTY BAIT AND SWITCH
The Promise of Beneficial Transportation
Pending Threat of Continued Urban Sprawi

Dear Mr. Hogan:

| was pleased to have attended the gathering to honor you for the years of dealing with
extremist political groups, Others share your frustrations. We have community leaders that value
money more than public health and corruption is ignored. Transportation far exceeds the County
frauds connected with the Criminal Tower or the Fiesta Bowl both being white washed. The Court
Tower will continue to control the Justice system for the next fifty years. Avoiding intermediate City
Civil Courts that distribute traffic and a chance of justice locally.

The County had purchased the Baseline Justice Center property for eleven mifiion dollars so

the construction downtown was for the State Bar Association to preserve the 1950 court system and

its mandatory Rent & Judge ADR program that makes smail civil cases into big ones. Just another
County Bait and Switch of Tax funds fike proposition 400 is turning out to be.

I find it hard to believe that the past legistature may have given us a key to a better, healthisr
life style with the passage of SB1525. City infill, public transport and walking to work or school, to
replace blight from more Urban Sprawl. Add to that, the Republic printed Steven Beits My Tum
article,” Iward development,” December 10. That gives hope of user friendly cities. The “20-Year
Transit Plan Progresses.” article of 23rd Audit General summary fails to reveal Prop.400 has been
hijacked by,“investors” and Metropolitan Business Plan pariners. The lack of documentation
(accountability) and that light Rail ridership has exceeded expectation is true.

The Republic and ADCT still promote the 1960 growih agenda as does the cily of Mesa.
Normal residential evolution failed fo develop because Historic preservation and NIMBYs dominated
planning. Families were forced to the outskirts where developers profited. The article by Mr. Betts the
local Chair of Urban Land Institute is enclosed. Most of that information was included in my letfer to
Senator Barbara Boxer, Federal Transportation Chairperson sent after Govemor Brewer rejected the
Western auto emissions standards. Copies enclosed, i will not repeat the issues. The toll from
Pollution increases, includes me with COPD and my daughter, disabled for five years. Many middie
aged people on twenty four hour oxygen. The American Lung Arizona branch has documented the
work/medical cost.

The Maricopa County Transportation program, Proposition 400 If off track, aided by EPA in
more ways than one. Prop.400 emphasized balance transportation methods, Freeways we had but
Public Transit near 5%, The recession has been used as an excuse to stop Light Rail going north on
16th Avenue to Dunlap by 2012,Metro Center promised for 2017 and 79th Avenue, 2119. No effort
to consider the trus population growth south of the original route projected in 2003. The East Valley
growth was ignored in 2007. Millions from Federal Stimulus, Transportation and various eammarks
followed in 08 and more than offset the local Sales Tax Revenue shorifall, That was not used to
further plans to move people or to reduce pofiution. Just the opposite, car pool no longer stressed.

There was monsy for Sound Walls, HOV lanes, art. Loop 303 for sprawl, Rebuilding the city
of Mesa, studies and more studies, Something like the shortest distance to the greatest population
compromised for Church or Temple locations, to please NIMBY groups. Rebuild Mesa where ten to
twelve million dollars is being spent to increase the distance people will travel with road closings
around the Fiesta Mall. Thirly five millions to purchase white slephants. Eventually increase the
distance for Light Rail 1f it is bult eight to ten miles ta the growth areas. Gilbert and Queen Cregk,
Chandter, ASU and Gateway Airport.

Tax discrimination has kept multi million doltar vacant properties downtown for decades. That
affects adjoining properties. Phoenix did not benefit from the recent billion doliar public construction .
Just the opposite, it causes the public to avoid downtown. Retail and entertainment adds staggered
hours, distributes traffic loads as it did years ago.

ADOT is being pressured 1o continue new Freeway lanes though downtown Phoenix as they
do now, except for the Loop 202 extension proposed in 1960. that will also preserve their midtown
course. Greedy small town mentality that the highway go through the fown center. Route 60 over Rt
10 to Avondale via a Baseline Rd. alignment would relieve congestion into town for fess than what is
proposed, end congestion. TPC studies do not henefit the public, the taxpayers who suffer delay.
Metropolitan Business Plan pariners and the inveslors are planing more urban sprawl., Nationally

, ho accountability and breach of Fiduciary duty all
ollution offenses all of seven months fast year, yet

.-ards.. The Maricopa Assaciation-of Governments and

to provide balanced transportation. See prop.400
no reduction of auto traffic, our major contributor of
rograms that would limit future Public Transportation
iU wants Toll Roads to off set tax cuts.

-5 will take place soon and will mean nothing without

2009 against EPA. (Bahr v Jacksen ) The EPA has
protect the health of residents of Maricopa County.
awl, less Light Raif in large cities, $10 rush hour Toll
Jo up but some businessmen want to end the tax on
Taintenance.
to satisfy,” Stakeholders” investars, not to fulfill their
& passage of Proposition 400. Now with less that
5 adrift. The Governor's Transportation Oversight
1 of the East Valley Improvement Committee was a
Mesa Mormon Temple, not Gilbert or San Tan,
10, adding H.0.V. lanes on -10 between 117 and |-
ane system to provide additional capacity along I-10
xpense). What they call sustainable transportation i
sion of Loop 202, a 22 mile road to nowhere was
d from Los Vegas, will kifl our economic future.
Mlation in the pre 2004 campaign material, That
fill be complete. Now is the time to look al the next
the impression that public transportation was ending
TPC Summary last paragraph does not address the
“difficulty of developers in assembling various land
ngestion, there is our hope for the future.
determine the future course of Light Rail as stated
‘onsidered. Projected growth did not ocour, Mesa's
ition increase, 83% and Queen Creek San Tan area
y and ASU plus the Fiesta Area with its College and
Nt Rail that would serve the South East Valley best.
to Power would add eight or nine miles and about
vor north, Mesa business view, let them drive 5 or 10
’s debts are climbing.
e, a location so lacking potential riders that almost
nple to Gilbert Road became vital. Five hundred
Mstro Light Rail. Downtown Mesa property owners
ental adjustment, Thirty-five million for property that
failing businesses subsidized during two years of
and buildings had been housing for thousands
ilies. Wealthy property owners moved to Gilbert or
ad homes vacant or in foreclosure but millions of
canstruction of Tempe style housing along the Light
sloyment opporiunity nearby like Tempe.
ption and explains the problems and promise of
contracts. Because of Media confusion and public
ig enforcement. The press supports sprawl, most
- Major employers representatives and professionals
s that is what the powers that be want at the time,
o will intercede and provided the public mass transit
opy New Years. Urhan sprawi has caused waste and
388. Public interests are not considered.
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. Mr. Robert Forrest . 2238 S Cottonwood St
" Metro Light Rail, Suite 1300 Mesa, Az. 85202
101 North 1% Ave.
Phoenix, Az 85003

TRANSIT PARTS CONSIDERED SEPARATELY
Dear M. Forrest: COUNTY TOTAL EPA SCORE, POOR, WHY?

May 27, May 26,count back to December19 before you can firid & good air day in

Maricopa County. Once known for its clean air, a respiratory cure center and laid back life
style, is now a place compared to Los Angles. Urban sprawi. Traffic delays, smog-obscuring view..
The EPA and Federal Departments of Transportation, free of local influences are guilty of betraying
their obligation to the residents. They give lip service to anti pollution measures but support federally
funded projects that contribute to poor planing of a community, waste, traffic jams, accidents and
increased pollution.

The Light Rail is badly needed where there are young families, working middle class and
college students. Light Rail's goal to reduce traffic instead is being diverted to a retirement area.
First stop Mesa Dr. along mostly abandoned Main Street to the Cemetery, large park across from
the LDS Temple, Historic single family home districts. They want it, because it's almost free. All local
funds are going to redevelop east of Mesa Drive that is where the Mormon Community of Lehi is
being reborn.,

The future plan after 2016 is to extend to Gilbert Road a trailer park area on the north, mostly
vacant six-month a year. Growth and traffic jams are miles to the South, Help would come to finance
a connection between the two major airports, but to go east to Power Rd. then south, would add
nine miles and at least twenty minutes ta the trip and maybe twenty years before completion.

The East Valley at the last census has grown to over a million people. Mainly in the Gilbert,
San Tan, Queen Creek, Chandler areas. Only a small percentage reside north of Route 80. Mesa
Main Street died when Route 60 moved south and residents resisted change. Mesa has ten
thousand homes empty or in foreclosure. The ADOT Citizens Overview Committee and MAG
Chairman, the Mesa Mayor, are both strong Mormon leaders ignore the facts. And public interest,
Suggest people can drive five to ten miles to Light Rail. EPA and Metro have a responsibility to get
traffic off the road on to rail, but for five years only Mesa Central Main was considered.

The Maricopa Association of Governments are controlled by Developers, it encourages only
Urban Sprawl, not infill and we have thousands of empty newer buildings, they and people are not a
developers concern, only buying BLM land, building and making a profit. ADOT is planning roads
for the developers into 2024. Travel time, empty buildings pollution alf increase, as do no-bum days.
The community already so spread out the two car families have grown to three or four with teen
agers. Excessive travel demands, costs and blight are not a concem of County Planners.

Light Rail should go south from Sycamore to the Fiesta Mall area with its Hospital and College
campuses, dozens of emply buildings and locations for apartments. Actual, not just potential riders.
Then through Gilbert southeast ending near Mesa Gateway Airport and San Tan Viflage. ADOT's
plan a twenty four lane road west of Tempe that could become a Toll Road. More about that in the
attached addition to go with the Exhibits and articles.

Very little is done to get express buses between cities except for the West Valley to Downtown
Phoenix and that did provide results. There is very little effort to get the single driver of the road.
Proper placement of Light Rail and extending Rt. 60 just does not fit the powers to be plan for this
farge county that is run like a hick town by people who remember it as it was, do not know how it
could be. It is clear to an impartial cbserver that there is not sufficient passenger prospects for Light
Rail at Central Mesa and there is not enough room for proper traffic movement in Central Mesa, but
then drivers will avoid going there, the public and private investment wrote it off when Freeways
developed south then north. its commeon the greedy take from the needy around here.

Sincerel
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tribute

Mesa father and
daughter fear
future generations
won't grasp King's
messages.

Plan to exténd light rail _‘

Drive stations.
N f adch In each case, Metro plans to -
gives city 2nd e ance build the stations east of the -
o help business, VleVVS . tersection, combining function-

ality with the best potential for
economic developiment, he said.

“Economic development was
certainly one of the primary con-
siderations,” Limmer said,

He said the Sycamore Station
1oW serves as mainly an access
point for commuters because it is
at the end of the rail line, with

_ By Jim Walsh
THE REPUBLIC | AZCENTRAL. GoM

West Mesa’s  assortinent .of
boarded-up. . fast-food - - restau- .
rants, an abandoned -supermar-
ket, run-down motels and unat-
tractive trailer parks didn’t ex-
“actly impressa wq.m\an frgrf} Ol'gio

PRE TP
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By Howard Fischer
CAPITOL MEDIA SERVIGES
The suburbs are where the
action — and the growth —

is. .
New figures Thursday from
the US. Census Bureau show
that the areas just outside the
state’s major cities grew far
fasterthanthe long-established.
communities they Surround. In
fact, ifthetrend continues, they
could overwhelm them.
Consider the case of Prescott
Valley. The area was not even
a city until 1978,
As of last April 1, when the

cennial count, there are 38,822

Ppeople living there, 60 percent

more than at the time of the
- 2000 census,

Bovernment did its official de- | .

Suburban popu_l

By contrast, Prescott, one of

Arizona’s first cities, exceeds
its. rapidly growing suburb.
by barely more than 1,000.

In the southern part of the
state, Sahyarita, incorporated

in 1994, has hallooned in the )

last decade by a factor of close
to six, to 25,259, .

‘And 'Illcson?ltmanagad less
thana 7;5e{-centgnowthinthe
entire decade, with its official
Ppopulation now at 52016,

The pattern also shows that
dlefartheroutyougnﬁ'omthe
central cities, the faster the
growth,

In the East Valley area of
Maricopa County, Chandler;
for example, grew by about
a third. Gilbert shot up by 83
Ppercent. And Queen Creek bal-

CENSUS DATA

ation explodes inA

Figures show the férther you are
from cities the faster the growth

looned from 4,400 in 2000 q residents but lving overseas,

more than 26,000 now:

That is not surprising as
there is more available land,

But there may be limits in
how far people whose jobs still
arelikely in the major cities are
willing to drive: Florence, fur-
ther down the road from those
East Valley cities, managed to
grow by only 47 percent dur-
ing that same period. .

Census numbers released
last December said there were
6,392,017 people living in Ari-
zona last April 1. That does not
include another 20,683 people
who are considered Arizona

CUR WiEwY

Firet Qnlne amoo.

That final statewide tally also
showed that the annual esti-
matesdone by the federal gov-
ernment overstated the popu-
-lation increase. .

‘The figures released Thurs.
day provide the first look not
only at where and how Arizo.
na grew but also the change
in the state’s. overall demo-
graphies. .

Arizona is nowhere close to
becoming a “majority minori-
ty” state. Hispanies still make
up less than 20 percent of the
Population.But the Gensus Bu-
reau reports that the growth in

the number of those who iden- also showed fast growt
tify themselves as Hispanicis have and Yavapai cou
close to threetimes that of oth- The loser i all of th
er groups. be southern Arizon
Looking at the Dbopulation Pima County’s decad
by race, the figures show that decade growth Just 3¢
more Arizonans are refusing  cent. And Greenlee Cot
fo put themselves into a sin- tually lost population.
gle category. Less clear is how the. J]
‘While the Dercentage who  patterns will affect. cong
saythey are oftwoormorerac- nal representation.
es is still small — Jjust 34 per- The statewide numbx
cent — thatisup by 49 percent nounced last Decernbe
from the same time a decade large enough to entitle
earlier. . na to a ninth member
A total of 73 percent of Ari- USS. House of Represent
zonansljstthemselvmasbeing Here, too, the requirem
white alone. Another 4.6 per-  the Independent Redisty
cent said they are American Commission isto craft di:
Indidn, 4.1 percent are blacks, with equal population.
2.8 percent Asians — and 11.9 Given the rapid grov
Percent who'said on their cen- Maricopa and Pinal cou
sus forms they were some oth- itislikely that new distric
er race, - becarved out of exdstin;

e . 3-23-1 . ,
Mesa, Chandler doing work hecessary to land jobs

St “hat, they
the line
ieet that
bnt.

. virtuall
rizona lost a higher per- acres with an option for 100 size. But the solar industry is have gone anywhere to build it er-chij ing i be twon
A centage of jobs than most  more on the former General Mo- rapidly expanding in thengz’suth— plant?cumpez’i:lv"on frombNew s r}:ﬁ Xdrzens:g? gl;l;: gy}‘:scsi— ss from
L states dynng the reces- tors Desert Proving Ground. Its  west, and unlike other factories Mexico and Texas was particu- dent. ¢ givven
sion. But the Southeast Valley is /location — at Elliot and Signal in the region, the Mesa plant is larly fierce. Chandler and Mesa spent ‘fowth ir
turnmg tl?at a.roun_d. utte roads, nonhwegt of Phoe- } not simply assembling compo- Yet, unlike several vears ago, ' years planning for these uses, uge pog
Major job-creation 1 i 'j" a G Y Airport — is nents that were manufactured when Southeast Valley cities conducting engineering studies, re — it
ments have bc_een made in recent \significant. The factory could -overseas, Bave away millions of dollars to granting land entitlements and . W two
weeks, including Intel’s $5 b{l- serve as a catalyst for similar It will have the capability to éncourage retail development, setting cash aside to widen ctsthat ¢
lion plant in Chandl_er that wgl] devglopment in an area that is turn a raw piece of glass into a Mesa snagged the plant without ‘roads and extend water and sopulatic
employ 1,000 and Fu‘lst Solar’s Dbrojected to become one of the finished product in 2Y% hours, a offering tax breaks or other tra-  sewer lines. They were ready to n
$300 million factory in Mesa state’s largest employment cen- state-of-the-art process that will  ditional incentives. strike when opportunity came iy
thz'at will employ §00._ . ters. likely involve significant re- It didn’t need them. Company  their way. T
These are quality jobs in . First Solar could one day em-  search and development. That officials said they chose the city It’s been said many times on
. growing {ndustrnes, the kind that ploy}4,8(‘)0 people on the site, should boost the demand for because of its location, its sho- these pages that cities should !
~Create spinoff work for local ; malgng it slightly larger than highly skilled engineers and cre- vel-ready site and its willingness pse this economic slowdown to
- Suppliers and spread economic Boeing’s Mesa campus and the ate additional opportunities to 1o expedite the construction PTO-  prepare for whan measiu Lo
‘benefits across the Southeast. city’s largest private emply " partner with researchers ar rane
Zalley. ture phases will ha -
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Freo and v

These are the tofcts who are eli-
gible for free and ngram & School -

Brealdfast Progran
o

Apache Junction
Chandler -
Gitbert

Higley

1.0, Combs
yrene

Mesa
QueenCreek
Tempe Elem.entaryl
Tempe Union *

Source: Adzona Depa:

. i . “arsa Bttle unerving ke T
With a group of MajorsSmith Mesa “looks atyou%ugﬁmgsvggatﬁgﬁﬁe? o
Mayor met with President Obama - Seott, tell me what's happening in Meswrs -
June 19,2011, Smith referred to our _‘Sﬂgglifhaid b S DS
airas"dusty. ederalBureaucracies” e the opportunity to tell Obaa
stifing investrent”. With Trailer Parks | -..?}ztsgfvﬁnr;ﬁzﬁ"iﬁé:gf ol bureancracies

in citiy centers, these developers s y

ter v _Asoneexample,hecitedﬂleVall s o
gethelp building on the city edges. - battle with fecers bmfeau‘crat&w;};séggg :

threatened sanctions over our dusty air.
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VALLEY
METRO

TOUN. First Avenue  Suite MO0 Phoenix, AZ 85003
ValleyMetro.org - T602.262.233 F 02.523.6099 TTY602,251.2039

March 8, 2011

Mr. Richard T. Tracy, Sr. v
2238 S. Cottonwood
Mesa, AZ 85202

Dear Mr. Tracy:

Thank you for your inquiry on the LINK bus route. According to your rétent
correspondence, | have provided the information that you are seeking. The Mesa Main
Street route travels between Superstition Springs Transit Center and the Sycamore
Station on Main Street to meet the light rail service.

“Cost of operation including equipment purchase for the first year of operation
of the double buses for the Main Street Route. | would also like to receive the
cost of operation and riders for the period of August 2010 and January 2011.”

Equipment purchase: Each bus costs $756,305 for a total of 10 buses and will
operate for an average of 10 years each.

December 28, 2008 - June 30, 2009: 187,291 miles x $5.25* per mile = $983,277
July 1, 2009 ~ June 30, 2010: 362,187 miles x $5.11* per mile = $1,850,775

August 2010 - January 2011: 152,293 miles x $5.30* per mile = $807,153
*These figures are based on fiscal years as that is when rate costs change.

Ridership 2010 Average Daily Passengers
August 1,238
September 1,174
October 1,127
i November 1,315
f December 1,218
lanuary 2011 1,361

We hope that you find this information helpful.

Sincerely, /4 a}/m/m
%)(n/%emey r
Public Information Officer
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W PEISUNS Wit Any
Indlwdual who requires special assistance, such
as a sign {anguage interpreter, to participate in
a scoping meeting should contact Jod! Sorell,
City of Mesa, 600 SE Sixth Street, Mesa, AZ
85211 (Telephone 480-644-5541) at least
48 hours in advance of a meeting In order

WMVOIVEeIMENT Wit D8 PIovIOET IFOLgNout e
study process as discussed in the Public
Involvement section of this document.

BILEVETSER RS MVEAIVANAL ) RANDSRFOUH AU
PLAN TRANSIT CORRIDURS
This scoping information booklet has been i F— 5

developed to provide information about : are
the scoping.process itself, the background ¢

Unlon vt D

=3 Approved Light Rail Alignment
(Scheduled to open Dec. 2008)

MetrosguradD  Phoonix Sreonway Re

for METRO and the City of Mesa to make-the information leding to the need forthe = - vimssesne Peorts ot b & Future High Capacily Transil
necessary arrangements. - study, the project development process; - . i Peatamve P : Cortidors for Further Study
the Initial alternatives being consldered, the - Nowamae Cenirsi Mesa Extension

In addition, a scoping mesting. will be held. for environmental impact and financlal analysis

lndianBosd R Nole: Dates Indicate calendar yesr opanings

METRO

_suggestions

Pressured to move along
with ‘plans to build about :a
mile of light-rail ‘line. on . the
c: 's western border, . Mesa

cials have yet to-figure out

how to pay forit.

The project moved forward
last week when Valley leaders
on the Regional Public Trags-
portatmn Authority voted 6-1
or an engi-

to build the sys-
tem. Mesa Mayor Keno
Hawker cast. the dissenting
vote.

‘While Hawker, who repre-
sents Mesa eon the authority,
favors building a 1,1-mile seg-
ment from the Tempe border

Hawker said*-Monday. “And
forward

on my vote untﬂ T'm ‘sure the
councd is supportive,” he said.
“The City. Couricil will- dis-
cuss the lightrail project at

7:80 . g.m. *Thursday ‘in the .

¢ouncil chambers, 57 E.

St. A formal vote i¢' expected . City E
e during th March to swtol the, “merlts of
»hxhtraﬂ. i

af ;
out us, they'll have m redesngn

sometime during the next two.

Plans call for 20.3 miles of .

rail ‘to run ‘from 19th Avenue
and Bethany Home Road in’
Phoenix through downtown
Tempe, ending about a mile
into Mesa. Total cost is

ly,
a:20.3-mile-system.
e. track is shortened because
3 out, a new’ study
s to be” done, he

erosduay s

answered‘ AndT'm not

.going to move forward -

ony vote until I'm

sure the council is
; '~_supportwe. i

KENO HAWKER
Mesa mayor:,

the project;” - said ‘Mesa:City.
Councdman Bill Jaffa,
Others are concerned that if
Mesa backs out, Tempe may
shorten its segment. Instead of

ndir th tra.cktoMesas

border, which currently is:
planned, Tempe may cut costs

and stop the rtail ‘at
McClmtock Road or Mill Ave-

nue, officials said. Tempe '

Mayor Neil Giuliano could not

Univassty or

governmental agencles as shown: . processes, and opportunities. for. public i Somany Homa £ P——
. * Involvernent. METRO: and the-City.of Mesa i fosken Scnoct e T Tromas 2
" welcome your parﬂclpaﬂon to-heip fdentlfy . MR Ry SRETEETS; | 1 =
Tuesday, Aug. 21, 2007 at 10:00 am. -“important issues and to bring fresh ideas'and: - Suckors R - 4 Mass HeKetips Ra
J.

; mil gm J to the East Valley Inshtul.e of estimated at about 81 bﬂh‘m ) ‘I Wou]d be reached for comment.
! L1 © 56 ent Technology .at Longmiore and Some officials worry- that if. ik M o fed 0
! cost ranges from Mair' Street, said he wants his = Mesa backsout of the project;” - like.to.see - esa is being aske
full council to vote on it, he it would wreak havoc with the some of ﬁ?xl;lllcxlmt up to $40 million to
! $20M to $40M wants to know how much it schedule. > its segment at a time
B .- will cost and he wantg to know. ~ _~“It would' probably cause those when the city is facing a
{ BY JASON EMERSON ! who will run the rail system. delay sald:Jack Tevlin, Phoe ( nes- $33 million revenue shortage
TRIBUNE T would like to.see some of _DiX’s dep uty city manager. q for fiscal year 2002-03.
. - those (questions)” answered,” v ¥ tmns) In the. past, Hawker has

‘, estimated' the - system would
+ cost Mesa -$40 million, but
Monday he:revised his esti-

mate to. $30 million. The new

* number is based on'the infor-

mation that Mesa’s segment

.- will be.1.1 miles instead of 1.5

miles, .- 'Hawker -.said: ‘Wulf

~ Grote," the ' project director,

has said Mesa's share will be
about $20 million. **

Some fedéral money might

" be available to reduce Mesa's

cost, Tevlin'said. The federal
government is expected to pay
about half the cost of building
the system. -

L

¥
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Cold, dry weather contributing to bad air quality

Continued frormn BI

=\ .
AT J) DIRTY AIR
. D
! q .

themselves “outdoors. The
ADEQ says the air could get bad
enough to make Saturday a high-
pollution advisory day.

The advisory, and predictions
about more to come, are based
-on  air-monitoring data and
weather forecasts.

This is a La Nifia year, mean-
ing equatorial waters in the east-
ern Pacific Ocean are colder
than usual. .

That leads to a dry, cool win-
ter in the western United States
— the exact conditions which
trap winter-dust pollution in the
Phoenix area.

“We anticipate a dry, stagnant
weather season, and expect to
see ahigh number of high-pollu-
tion advisories. Thereisa poten-

tial for a record year,” county Air -
e

Quality Department spokes-
woman Holly Ward said,

When winters are warm and
wet, rain and wind washes away
the brown cloud. R

But  when high-pressure
ridges settle in, air is trapped. In
summer, an air bubble as highas
10,000 feet collects ozone. Butin
the winter, cooler air drops the
bubble below 5,000 feet.

“It’s like a lid on top, the air

deesn’t mix,” said Paul' Iniguez,
a meteorclogist with the Na-
tional Weather Service in Phoe-
nix. |

“Long term, we are trending
toward a lot more high-pressure
ridges holding over the Valley,
trapping the high pollution in,”

-said ADEQ spokesman Mark

Shaffer.

The period between Christ-
mas and New Year’s Day is ex-
pected to be the worst of it,
Shaffer said.

That’s because the most se-
vere pollution this week has
come from fine particles, called
PM-2.5 because they are smaller
than 214 micrometérs in diame-
ter. Smoke is a key contributor
and with many people home for
vacation, more home fires will
be burning, : -

But the county faces another

longer-term  challenge from
coarse, PM-10 dust, which is as
large as 10 micrometers, or one-
seventh the width of a human
hair,
This fall, the U.S. Environ-
meital Protection Agency told
iocal officials that regional plans
to reduce PM-10 by 5 percent
were inadequate and would be
rejected next month.

That starts a lengthy process
that jeopardizes some federal-
transportation funding, and ulti-

mately could result in all such

funds being withheld from local

projects. .
Next month, the county is set

to clamp down on one source of _

the 73,000 tons of coarse dust
that blows through the Valley:
off-road vehicles. .

Off-road vehicle fans could
face stiff fines next year if a pro-
posed county ordinance . takes
effect to limit driving in certain
areas. ' ’

-On Wednesday, the Maricopa

County Board of Supervisors set
for Jan. 12 a public hearing to
change existing law. o

The county bans all off-road
driving on unmarked trails in
unincorporated areas, but ‘the
new rules impose increasing
fines, rather than cite first-time
violators with a misdemeanor.
Fines would start at $100 and
climb to $250.

The proposed law says: “Vehi-
cles in operation on either un-
paved public or private proper-
ties in‘the unincorporated areas
of Maricopa County shall re-
main on roads or highways.”

Off-road enthusiasts can drive
on unpaved trails only when
they have written permission
from a private landowner, or on
public lands where trails are
clearly marked by signs or on of-
ficial websites. L

Private-property owners are
aliowed to drive their off-read
vehicles on their properties, but
only if they limit the dust they
kick up, apply for a dust permit
or otherwise comply with other
county dust-pollution laws. :

The county alsoc plans to
tweak a separate law that regu-
lates parking on unpaved lots in
urban parts of the county. Viola-

" tors could face fines starting at

$50 and climbing to $250."

The county Air Quality De-
partment has not issued any vio-
lations under the existing off-
road vehicle law, enacted in
2008. .

Law enforcement agencies
have been tapped to warn off-
roaders to not drive during high
pollution days.

Likewise, in the last two years,
the county has issued no cita-
tions under its leaf-blower or

fireplace ordinances, but has.

warned 16 and 27 violators, re-
spectively, said Ward.

County inspectors rely on
calls from the public to enforce
bans on wood-burning, leaf-
blowing and off-road driving,
‘Ward said,

Ward encourages the public
to visit www.cleanairmakemore
«com to check on current health
advisories and anti-pollution re-

strictions or report violations.

Code Comment Document

Code

Issue

Response




Code Comment Document

\n esﬂmated 10, 000 people attended Gateway
Wiation:Day, presented by Wells
day, Marc

‘cars die to budgetary istraints, Ho
orporate sponsars, the event ret

owunderway to host the éve
fch-10;.201;

g.
vity and-air visitors' ctivity off th
ear 2010, That stm

A wi },funcnonmg airy rves as-d pol
slcomes commerce and visitors into the re
'search Proféssor Lee: McPheters Ph

stitute at the WP Carey School of B smes
ed to just two years ago, visitor spending fro
avelers arriving:at the Phoenix-Mesa Gateway Airpol

than 80 percent These alr i

Iomp copsid

e _P.hkMesa Gateway}\,‘ir_pbrt '

- The numbers are espe

: GatewayArnvals isa pubhcaﬂo g
. of Phoenlx—Mesa Gatewdy Airport
: For inquiries, ‘pléase contact: Tiffany

Johnson at {480) 988-7606 or
» t}ohnson@phxmesagateway 0
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esa’s Fiesta District
needs help. This is noth-
ing new., Lo
- . Thearea near Alma School
Road and Southern Avenue used
t0 be the Southeast Valley's
shopping epicénter. Now, its
. shopping centers are mostly
empty and fighting disrepair. -

Chandler Mayor Jay Tib- .-
shraeny, who owns an office
nearby, recently tweeted that
the Fiesta District “néeeds some’
attentjon from the city.” -

That’s a recurring theme on
.the iMesa website, where resi-
dents can suggest and vote on
ideas to improve the city. “Fix "
the corner of Southern and )
Alma-School; it’s the anchor of
urban, blight in the city,” is cur-
rently the fourth-most-popular
idea. : -

Both have a point. Given how

Plenty of ideas fo

is bad news for Mesa and the

Comment Document

HLS % sk
The Mesa Fiesta shopping center. is. empty buit well-kept, a're
the bustling shopping destination that the city’s Fiésta Distrii

Southeast Valley. .

So why is the city sti
ning its wheels?

It’s not for a lack of

interconnected our neighbor-
hoods and economies are, blight
insuch a prime, central Jocation

By Gary Nelson
The Republic | azcentral.com

Long before tracks are laid for Mesa’s

"next leg of light rail, the city is doing early

spade work on an additional two miles of
the line. .

‘The first light-rail extension, 3.1 miles
from Sycamore Street to ‘about Mesa
Drive, is scheduled to open in 2016, pro-
vided federal and county money is availa-
ble as promised. .

It is seen as a likely catalyst for redevel-
opment along Main Street, the western
stretches of which are marked by numer-
ous empty storefronts. T

But Mesa has said for years that ending
the line near Mesa Drive doesn’t make
sense, transportationwise. Pushing it to
Gilbert Road, planners say, would greatly
increase ridership by giving far more peo-
ple easy access to the trains.

~. So far, that idea has been nothing but
talk, "~ .

On. Monday night,. however, the City
Council is likely to approve spending
$500,000 t6 do early planning for the extra
two miles. Mesa will contract the study

N,
\

r Fiesta District but no action

on studied

with Valley Metro Rail Inc., which in turn
will hire HDR Inc. to conduct the study.”

HDR did much of the planning for the
Mesa Drive extension, which is now being
designed. :

Mike James, Mesa’s transportation di-
reetor, said the study will assess how much
the extra tracks will cost, funding sources
and issues for future environmental as-
sessments. ‘

Inareport to the council, James also said
the study “involves identifying station lo-
cations, street configuration, significant
utility relocations” and necessary support
facilities. -

Public input would be part of the pro- ||

cess.

Money for the study became available,
James said, through one-time savings in
this year’s tranisportation budget.

The Maricopa Association of Govern-
ments has approved the Gilbert Road ex-
tension as a future project, but there is no
commitment for funding from the Proposi-

‘tion 400 county street and rail sales tax that ||

county voters approved in 2004.
Federal funding is equally uncertain be-

-cause of Capitol Hill budget battles.
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THE REVERSE SIDE SHOWS CHANDLER WITH MANY NEW BUILDING THAT ARE EMPTY. IF SOUTH

MOUNTAIN FREEWAY IS BUILT IT WILL PREVENT AN EFFECTIVE BY-PASS OF THE BROADWAY
[ CURVE AND THE COMMERCIAL BUILDING THAT WILL TAKE PLACE ON THE TAX FREE

RESVERATION WILL FURTHER DAMAGE THE SOUTH EAST BUSINESSES.
; : g ; L -Z41: FRIDAY, JUNE

VP/GENERAL MANAGER: OPINIONS EDITOR: . OPINIONS WRITE|

ME S RE PUBL I . Michael Ryan, 602-444-5810 Joanna Althands, 602-444-7772 Cindy Hernandez, 602-444-7748
£ l SEND A LETTER: e-mail your thoughts to se_letters@al rizonarepublic.com.

Include your name and city of residence with your response.

ADOT right to move ahead on freeway

A ih 3 South Mountain Freeway would ease

ews from the Gila River Indian
Community regarding the South
Mountain Freeway is that there is
no news. The Tribal Council has yet to
vote on whether the freeway can be built
on the réservation. .
Fortunately, the freeway’s realify does
not hinge on that decision alone. . .
The Arizona Department of Transpor-
tation is_studying the environmental im-
pact of the Pecos route in' Ahwatukee
* Foothills, a plan that has been on the .
books for decades. The draft should be
complete by the end of tha vear and than
SUNDAY, JANUARY. 31,2010

Ties to land

Critics say couricilmart’s advo
iy Sean Holstage and Scote Wong v
“THE ARIZONA:REPUBL .

traffic on I-10. It would connect Chandier
s and Laveen, and complete the Valley's
Loop 202. Commuters have been looking
-forward to the convenience of using the
freeway to bypass congested downtown
Phoenix.

Tribal leaders’ willingness to study the
freeway was'a welcome first step to
moving it from Pecos to spare a church,

- homes and parts of the South-Mountain
Preserve. As undesirable as that would
be. an Ahwatukee route is still a possibil-

cio

YOT has bought homes on that route,
1 has upset opponents of the Pecos

ment, particularly because the tribe
greed to study the freeway. But the
is obligated to proceed with its plan

t

've the greater good.

nade sense for ADOT to buy homes
own economy rather than use emi-
lomain or buy in a robust real-es-
rarket if discussions with the tribe

bute on tribal land is the ideal out-
;as those leaders know. If a deci-
bmes about in time to build there, it
be welcome. But the state can’t

s plans for that news. The South
‘airi Freeway is too important to the

D]ylg- ; Busi
mcially ffom a. :
chasé of Tand -that
e te: for thi

 The -proposed i
I«’reewayh:l,i.-.’s:i cls
turn.to politics. . . w .
A year ago, the Phoent
broker filled a vacancy pnh g
Counil; reclaiming the séat] e b }? A
‘decade earlier. F.iver ?nce,-(ib,;;:p ;1512 .
i ing the planned Loop 202,
Ei?ﬁfgﬁo‘::ﬁﬂx froni Ahiwatuleé

iirchase ie R
’!e)redinxfec ds,,allow

" titypolitics
.last year.

. See pigiCE

93—
cial forms and cotirt 1&
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MAG Celebrates Native American
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Participation, Contributions to Region

MAG's membership includes thiee Native American Indian Communities: the Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, the Salt River Pima-

Maricopa indian Community, and the Gita River Indian Community. The leaders of
Council and bring the voices of their communi ,
Is presenting the second in a three-part series, this time focusing on the Salt River Pirma-

SRPMIC President
Diane Enos

16005 E. Osharn Rd.
Scottsdale, AZ 85256

480-362-7400
WWW.STPmic-nsn.gov

<fgtzft ver
tma- m’cgjoa
j;zﬁan ﬁommum’lf}/

Two Tribes, Two Cultures,
One Home

The history of our people, the
Pima and Maricopa, tells a story
richly woven within legend and
fact. Qur traditions tell us that
both tribes have always lived in
the Southwest, settling in the
Phoenix Valley of Arizona. Qur
presence here today is proof of
the unbroken continuum that be-
gan with the Creator, was passed
down to our ancestors, and is
now held by us.

With two distinct backgrounds
and cultures, the Salt River Pima-
Maricopa Indian Community
comprises two Native Ameri-

can tribes: the Pima, “Akimel
O’odham” (River People); and
the Maricopa, “Xalychidom Pi-
ipaash” (People Who Live Toward
the Water). Surrounded by the

A view of Talking Slick Resort, a 498-room resort and spa,

gy

BT

scheduled to open in spring 2010,

cities of Scottsdale, Tempe, Mesa

and Fountain Hills, the Salt River

Pima-Maricopa [ndian Commu-
nity is a yural oasis encircled by
urban growth.

Growth is also abundant in our
Community: our population
now has reached 9,000 enyolled
members, with half under the
age of 25. Our diverse economic
hase is also generating many
business opportunities for our
members and for the region,
with exciting projects taking
shape in our Community,

Two Tribes: New
Opportunities

Over the past century, our Gom-
munity has been enveloped by
urban sprawl. With this sort of
growth, we have seen remark-
able changes, faced challenges
and embraced opportunities for
our people.

As farmers, our ancestors builg
elaborate canal irrigation
systems in the Salt River Val-

ley. Today, the Salt River Pima-
Maricopa Indian Community
has diversified holdings. Besides
two successful gaming operations
and a golf club, the Community
operates a cement plant, 4 real
estate development company
and 2 telecommunications enter
prise that has wired the Commu-
nity with Internet service.

Our newest venture: Talking Stick
Resort, a 498-room resort featur-
ing tuxurious accommodations,

these tribal nations serve on the MAG Regional
ties to the regional table. To celebrate their continued contributions to ourregion, MAG
Maricopa indian Community (SRPMIC).

100,000 square feet of meeting
space, a state-of-the art spa and
a cultural arts center. The resort
will open in spring 2010 adja-
cent 1o our new Casino Arizona
complex, featuring several up-
scale restaurants, entertainment
lounges, a showroom and a wide
varlety of gaming options,

Our Community is also embark-
ing on a new project: a $100 mil-
lion spring training facility for
the Arizona Diamondbacks and
Colorado Rackies major league
baseball teams. The 11,000-seat
facility, scheduled to open in
early 2011, will be the first pro-
fessional sporss facility ever built
on Indian land.

Two Tribes: A Shared History
With this tremendous growth,
we build for our future. But our
Community is also dedicated to
preserving our past.

The Pima consider their ances-
tors to be the Huhugam,” a
people who created an advanced
society in central Arizona from
about A.D. 300 to A.D. 1200.
The word “huhugam” translates
as “those who have gone be-
fore.” Archaeologists refer 1o the
Huhugam as the Hohokam.

The ancestors of the Maricopa
are the Paayan, who lived in what
is now northwest Arizona, The
Maricopa originated from the
Parker/La Paz area as five sepa-
rate groups of people. Over vears

Continued on page 9
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§ QA E‘ 8G gesQ B Current plans for a Loop 202 extension call for a 22-mile route that cuts through this
e E 9_‘:‘ & 2 ’3? g~ s § £ tand and slicas through a ridge in South Mountain (top right), The Gila River Indian
= R é &N Community has agreed to talks on moving the proposed freeway onto tribal fand instead,
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igugA x sfo 8.0 , By Sean Holstege, South Mountain Freeway f
Te B3d ¥ Z» Tgg e Scott Wong and Cathryn Creno oo negotiations, the Gita River Indian 12
. Eg% 'T.'J i g4d : THE ARIZONA REPUBLIC Community said it is open to a route on its fand, |
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ae 5 g4 Aaf The controversial South Moun- .. .- b ' o s
3 EPwap g QF . Wi 2 . ) ‘

Cgapt 28 i tain Freeway could move onto : .
8RBy o wibal land if recent behind-the- R :

scenes negotiations gather mo-
mentum.

“The Gila River Indian Commu-
nity, which long has opposed the
Loop 202 extension through its
land, has agreed to start what
could be delicate talks toward
reaching a pact to nigve the pro- SLARIVER
posed  freeway. That flust step RESERVATION
would involve the Uribe asking the _ I

! A s
state for a formal proposal to build L /‘
the freeway south of the current

e 1
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1 1IN DII'J
Our stand: Clty Council should tell

hree words from the City Council to-
night could define the future of Phoe-
nix:

“Donald, you're fired.”

Barring legal delays and maneuvenngs,
the council faces two basic choices at City

this ing: reaffirm its

respect for the quality and vitality of our
city’s neighborhoods, or bow to New York
developers by approving Donald Trump’s
proposed $200 million condominium/hotel

Donald Tmr_np to move it or lose it

to Phoenix’s planned light-rail line.

It's understandable why Trump, in part-
nership with the New York-based Bayrock -
Group, wants to capitalize on the site he
gained control of in bankruptcy court. .

The area around 24th Street and Camel-
back Road is Phoenix’s fledgling answer to
New York's Fifth Avenue, Beacon Hill in
Boston and Chicago’s Michigan Avenue.

Many area homeowners, however, worry
about living literally in the shadow of the

BAYROCK GROI

A five-story arch is a key design elemen( in Donald Trump's proposed condo-hotel on Camelback Road
Phoenix. This Is the west-sde view of Trump International Hotel & Residences.

project in the Camelback East corridor. Trump hotel and future high-rise buildings.
The choice is clear: The council should They want ta preserve their neighborhood’s
by have to compete with the Camelback area

D]
support homeowners and reject Trump's Digire and remaining mountain views. garding Trump’s Pl'0320f is & shameful re-
plan for a 150-foot high-rise on the site/.  The cd"  the € Arize, ~velopers is nothing new fo;,{;’ dm::nd bigh- ﬁ“ pm’m P flection on its “planning” pro¢ess.
the old Hard Rock Café. n oy O¥ote T, 2 Ss¢e saw their enix Eh ° Last We the city’s pl com-

In the face of neighborhood protest: Pl'ope:t COmmyngyr SO in B iblic Golgyom-  of dollars in downtown projects, #ndto mission tackled this long-postponed project
project’s height has been whittled y Y use eyo i&nore 4y BEPtey g Pvater Inspperdize m&‘:’“ — and quite possibly gt 10 p.m. in what turned out ta be & chaotic
190 feet to 150 feet. But.even at 150 lOcat 1 Forme, 1ON With 4 251 Propg 1SV the 5poite havg T 8850 million bond election — - three-hour meeting. At 1 &.m., the commis-
condo/hotel is still about three tier Majo, 2. the Tg 08 Arcog 1o Teligioys . Tule Jocg, 2. Not uney, fodo P ncas sion gave Trump and associates its unani-
lowable height in this area — 56 fer Shoy, . “"’Stly taxn D€ locay, mall site £ heory, of 15108, Togay Pected gyt 198s of g mous b

The revised condo/hotel at 26th § Supy' 17 the JanalaYer sy, 2y kmer”, the goo1C Same 1O Thera 1o¢ those .0l5dale giy, 5~ the urban village planning committee
and Camelback Road also juts clos baske; ng £, d err, W the 47 of th, e, e so Atroly; e ~ight limit.

hoy, baly ht ors, irp, co; Carin ng Arep,
neighbors to the south, a setback ! e, *2d dogr, feam gy, PR, the o You g, TPOTt sap, Ny, o8 Derson oY that oo, PUblic o onA7 ~waporters have
amounts to a final indignity torer g at vy Welve S In pg, and pre, W wh, th Y clajy wa In, Carg;, uld b, fuse e s"'f’ and g ‘h radio spots

For all its trendy and upscale ¢ Sl‘mg L 0uld proy, d ed g, €58, Bajjec, 3¢ dq €Y have becs falge M Ml Spa i3ve 2lovey S0 ﬁ" emmg reir councu-
Trump project is in the wrong lo 7°3Y in g3 205 Angero 0€ the qenalare fogy (CY'S Broy” "lowy g been ap, Who TODOlitgy W Shoulq p, he I-Ic‘:k the,

A project of this height and dr Wll‘h s Wake 7 fajy, res Pzty Needeq imy Year op Sho, Stop, riot Square [o h, enn Ph"eﬂix B Ve bea, ; Y te; am o attomeyg for
longs in downtown Phoenix, alo _JMaccoy,, b1 Ortunyy CToPer sympey @ BIG o homeg (PPed urp,, @ 10ss op, e ESPonsi3 088 been plaa Tow, 1o %in Councilman
Central' Avenue, or several blac S“"“’""crh e pol cia n}’ 9L not raf r ma: Quarte, Tehew, ce,::’led Civie ;Emc ber. 13 snent, fr«;m vot-
bt Licy gpebizds= atury, M o Pl "ed Futar  Proposeq "8 Phoeniy "7 faityper CActe part Phoeniy lff to supc  1ighy f aterest. This s
where A Lets 5‘7111{ P"h!c a,e ares i Sy ri lines Lign, ail ird, 10 Comg Otsr? Ud cop, %8 four f;é the i East Specific
there'd be no wen t:r Z dInd n,-»a I Seemg 4 2TC8 i H:’" least o eXtensio, eruptine ? bigger ol @ foy urpraareds's significant ca-
widespread It OWNIOWN, Y l‘ SV ation LoSCrte Titage ) Tentia). i3St ang " & Volcan,® More Pen X at - more than § mil-
neighborhood 5 3 B time Wato Mongpye  OW-dengjy, majy bey, > Spre, ding szve includes a residen-
sty ave Our Neighborhoods out 5 Glenggrs Ot of - To ga . Sheets ,°¥0nd i, Urbag ik the plan for the

both of ; wwwpotcinfo - " OF the PrgpalS Woulg Z;; . The grol @re Jo, oW0S thay m‘[‘;: by o '”-pa i is poor public pol-
these alterna- - _ . downt o TEBSIE g TT8C; ) n“’th and jng rajj, ark ¢ 10 enge Yer, City Council
tives, there would beget = subterranc. 0% Procear SPrawy jg QUStry ¢ her S, r etiregs T xh  1e City Council to take
Fould be Signs representing neighborhood re::(gl':: from: bothesggsn :r;:ﬁ:‘::‘; back. Down- of its Scottsdale Fasme.. * These E}rm”e“ 10 the 2L 5 uth, N s‘lffé';‘f’:ffé‘é"qﬁ’
.- S
SASY BCCESS o residentlal straets just south of Camelback Road. town will How Phoenix even got to this i~ ©FS Wasteq I",“”’ ang “,c:’;"h
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IS ARIZONA DESERVING OF BEING CALLED THE WORST PLACE IN THE NATION TO
LIVE? ARIZONA COURTS DELIBERATELY KEPT A “SYSTEM IN CRISIS" TO PROMOTE
BUSINESS FRIENDLY ARBITRATION AND MEDIATION, AVOID PEERS JUDGEMENT

ARIZONA ONE OF THE FEW STATES TO IMPOSE
MANDATORY ARBITRATION RULED OPPRESSIVE SINCE
1862. Conscription of attorneys regardiess of legislative
intent’ approved. Mandatory attorney fees even if successful
highest sanction in the nation.Arizona again in the
minority junk science admissible, Daubert and Kumho Tire
Co.fair standard only in Federal Courl.

Photo Radar barred as scam in several slates and cities after
investigations. Speed Reasonable and Prudent can mean
arbitrary standard. Location of red light photo radar altered
when income drops. One second increase in yellow light
reduces violations 50%, Company claims foul.

Open Court provision deleted in favor of mandatory secrecy
and sealsd recoras. Trend to distribute judges work load
reversed by eliminating commissioners in a system which has
judges doing clerical tasks, mandatory sentences places
discration in the prosecutor rather than impartial judge,
Distortion and manipulation by some lawyers to maximize
hourly fees ignored .

November 30,2001 the national, not local news reported
that Arizona was rated as,” ONE OF THE WORST PLACES TO
LIVE IN THE COUNTRY." The lis! to the right is only part of the
reason and does not include the lack of access to courts or
reasonable legal fees. Business interasts and the focal media
have worked to require almast all civil cases to be submitted to
arbitration or mediation where the average citizen is not able to
get fair treatment. To make it impossible to get justice they
now want o keep lawyers and the law out of the Justice Court
and make justice available only in Superior Court, down town
Phosnix. Although one of the most expensive legal systems
it is not functioning to benefit the public; they are not
represented , money is all that matters lobbyist make ths rules
in the lagisialure and the courts.

In 1972 having practiced law in New York and Ohio and
spending a year reviewing cases at the Supreme Court |
pointad out that there were judges doing clerks jobs and no
intermediate court to process most disputes quickly and
economically. Since then the population has doubled,
number of Supetior Court judges,tripled. Arbitration and
madiation and secret proceeding almost exclusively in
Maricopa County rather than comply with the Constitution.
Washington based atlorneys,Sellers and Malveaux, in the
Gresn Tree vs Randolph case that racognized that an
arbitration agreement that would impose large costs on a party
opposed to it or who lacks pawer to bargain over terms may be
unenforceable and/or unconstitutional. Denying following
rights ordinarily available to citizens of other states:

The provisions for a jury trial when seeking legal relief;

The provision for a public forum in which to litigate a
controversy;

The right to a public forum,thereby avoiding large expense to
gain access toa forum.

The provision for a written record of fitigation.

The right to have the proceedings reviewed on appeal

The right to discovery and to present relevant svidence:

The right to bind the forum to the legal precedent pravailing,

ARIZONA'S RANKINGS
( Ali statistics from articles in the Arizona Republic many ar
the direct result of that papers leadership)
3rd Worst State to Raise A Child
e CRIME

4th highest in overall crime,highest in auto theft highest §
deaths by gun.In 2000, received a grade of D by Handgu:
Control Inc. in annual survey on how wel states protec
children from violence.One of 20 states that does not strictl
regulate jail standards. Due 1o low salaries, one of th
highest tumover rates for correctional officers

HEALTH
2nd wors! to provide jobs with health insurance. Childre
without health coverage is one of highest in the nation 10t
highest infant montality rate.Tied with Nevada for highast i
the nation for teen suicide and divorce.Among seven states
to provide the least adequate supervision of insurance
companies
7th highest in nursing home residents who suffer unireatec
pain.Lowest in funding mental health.Bglow the natior
average in spending to battle effects of drug, alcohol and
cigarette abuse. Very poor oversight for day-care centers
because of 2,500 ficensed facilities, thare are only 2¢
inspectors

EDUCATION
One of the lowest for per-pupil funding in public
education, In an Arizona poll, voters gave schools a grade of
C minus.On averags, teacher salaries are $5,000 lower than
national median.3rd lowest in schoo! counsslor-student
ratios.One of seven states to lry and remave evolution from
school science
Tied with Nevada for the lowast rate of high schoo!
graduation in the nation.Highest truancy rate in nation.
3rd highest teen pregnancy.Tops in nation for availability of
charter schoals, ease of home schooling, access to voucher
and level of payment for private school expenses

ECONOMICS
2nd highest disparity in famity income batwean most affluent
and poorest. 4th worst poverly rate. 13%cf Arizona
households in need of food assistance, compared to 10%
nationaily2 million Arizona residents pay over half of monthly
income for housing. Arizona Salaries among the lowest in
the nation

ENVIRONMENT
3rd highest in toxic releases into the atmosphere.'F’ for
ozone, among worst places in nation for summertime
pollutant.Four Arizona national parks are among the nations’
most dangerous;
Organ Pipe Cactus, Saguaro, Grand Canyon and Lake Mead

AUTO INSURANCE - SAFETY
Arizona crash rate 12% higher than national average, fatality
33% higher, 30% uninsured,insurance poo! to level costs
lacking, rebates increases auto glass replacement costs,
POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS AND ELECTIONS

3rd lowest in contributions o Democratic candidates,
fraquent elections, conteslts rare, seldom have two viable
candidales, 15 fo 30% voter turnout common in ‘ocal
alections.
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ILAEGAL IBSRAIGRATION

John Birch Society’s new battle |

Groups Jeader to d1$cuss rmgrants’ ‘1nvaswn of US. durmg speech in Mesa

ByGary Nelson. .,
. THE Amzom REPUBLIG -

ﬂmg communtists, the. John Birch
Soiciety is addmga second front to

its 1deolog1ca1 wart 111ega1 1mmx—;

gration. -
And ithas allies among the “tea

* party” movement and others who

i one partof a vast conspnacy to

destroy the Umted States as we
e . know ity
', After more than 50 yeats ef bat-+

“The Birch Society, the East Val-

‘ley Tea Party Patriots and others

will join tonight in Mesa'to hear
the society’s president, 752 “year-

“old John McManus; expound on’

the perceived threat. - .
Histopic: “Stealing the Atheri
can Dream How Illegal Imnugra~

: beheve illegal i 1mrmg1 ation is ]usts‘

tion Affects You ? The event is _4
scheduled for 6:30.pn. at Burke
- Bagic ‘School, 131 E..Southérn

Ave, Mesa; tickets are §7 at the
door

- "Bill Blewster.of Mesa, a mem-_
- ber of the Birch Society’s national

eguncil, said his ‘group-is- allied
with the tea-party- group, which

Sec IMMIGRATION Page B3

| J ohn Blrch Soc1ety leader to speak |

IMMIGRATION
Conﬁnued fromBl.

..~ ests.. every Tuesda.y'

- night-at the ‘schiool with-

" ghout 75 to' 100 partici-;
-pants, He said both orgas’
niZations team with the:

. National. Center for Con-

stitutfonal Studies, which

was-founded . more than

" 40 yéars ago by conserva-.

tive “authior-and lectirer

W. Cleont Skousen, a-fre-,
quent. visitor to Arizona-

and mentor of the late Ari-

zona Gov. Evan-Mecham.,
" Blewstersaid 1llegaI im-

'mlgratton is-an 1mportant

issue to the Birch Soclety’,

because it amountsto, an

“rivasion” of the United
" States; which the nafionis’

* constitutionally. ' autho-
rized to repel. e
“Mr. McManus ~has

been on top of this issiie:

for'along time,” Blewster
said.: o
He saidillegal immigra-
tion s closely tied with ef-
-forts toforge stronger ties

among - ‘Canada, -the

" ‘United States and Mexico,

-which the Birqh- Sotiety

heheves are part of a cani-

- paign- to: create- 4 Notth
.American union and de--
stroy - American sover—“
el '

ignty.

“That's where'all this is
leading to, a regional gov-
ernment;” Blewster said,
“That wxll totally doaway
‘with ottt Constitution; the
Declaration of Independ-

eénce, the Bill of Rightsand
‘the’ whole ball of wax..

‘Blewster said McMa—
nus is expected to ouitline
the extent to which illegal
iinrhigration i§ “hdrming
the country.and the Birch
Society’s: proposed- solu-
tons, whichi cobisist of se-

curing the border dnd en-

forcing- extstmg Taws, in-

‘cluding Arizona’s. contro-

vetsial Senate Bill 1070.
McManus - hirhself - is
ot “without controversy

,stemmmg from his long-

timemembership in anrul-

‘traconservative . religicus
group talled the Slives of-
.the ITmmaculate Heart of

Mary, which some_con-
sider to be anti:Semitic:

- One’ former Birch'
staffer, William N. Grigg,

claims. on lns blog that
WieManus “has spent dec-
ades proshiscuoitsly vio-
lating the JBS's:standards
and. principles. Tegarding
anti-Jefwish ‘bigotry,” cit-
ing "MeManus’ - involve-

_ment with a “deeply au-

“thoritarian  para-Catholic
cult - founded by un--
abashed ‘anti-Semite Leo-
nard Feeney.””

-+ McManus' has demed
accusations of anti-Semi-
tism, and Blewster. said
‘the Birch Soclety will not
tolerdté ‘it; noting. that
sote members are Jew-
ish. : :
- “We're certainly not an..
‘anti-Semitic. - g'i'oup,”
‘Blewster said; -

The Birch' Society un- -
derwent an internal strug-
gle in 2005 that resulted
in a McManus ally being
appointed esecutive “di-

“rector. -

* After that, former Birch
members fourided a new
group called the Freedom
First  Soclety; which
claims to adhere” to the
true teachings of Birch
founder Robert Wetch,
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Ariz. cities’

100 metros and government lay-
" offs that are making things

. 'The Pho
surprisingly, was dragged down
by its weak housing market. The
‘Phoenix  area, . for example,
ranked second to-the Las Vegas )
" area for having the most proper- . &
ties in or subject to foreclosure. T

ing prices that hit new fows inall G 3

‘ @
e, - . .
P he Phoonis area's rating, 0ot i?
I
=
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¢ anal 5,5 | clean-car
inreport - 028 ] ad
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iy s program
The Arizona Republic A V] gj . ]
. . o TN 2,8 8 L
The economy in the Phoenix S & @E’E E@EZ@ .
and Tacson areas -ragxk«s’d in the o g ; .
bottom fifth of the nation’s top 100 25 5 o i R
. metzo aeas i the first quarter, =53 Activists to state: Keep
- says a Brookings- Instifution 1:” g oo ot TR _
port being released tody. . 85 strict rules on emissions
That is based on four fdrmz% 80: 0 o : L
- tors: changes i thé numbe! " e By Sl?aun McKinnon .
jobs, unemployment -Yéteyogfan - ® > The Arizona Republic
;2(:;1;&(;1)1% 1(1%?1;;“;11‘85& The o £ t%  State officials’ posted the Valley’s; \
time periods varied with eachi - >O_ > & | eighth ozone pollation advisory of the
dicator and ranged from several <38 season Tuesday, a fact clean-alv activ-
- months to several years: SE8 Ists noted repeatedly as they argued
After analyzing economies in Lo - against a plan to repeal Arizona’s”
the metro areas, Brookings, con- LG - vehicle-emissions ‘rules barely six -
cluded that the x{f\ﬁon’s recog?g oo months after they took effect.
continges to be funeven an Tz g; . Citing enforcement costs and a leg-
sure” with sluggish job growth, 7 75 & islative mandate, the ArizonaDepart- .
‘high unemployment rates, hous-- | ] wy _“mentof Environmental Quality wants
TOF . to scrap the rules, also known as the | .
- Clean Cars program, and make Ari- .

4 15 zona subject to federal standards ad- -
~HE ministeredbyth‘eU.S.Environment_al
Do :Protection Agency.. ’
oy Arizona adopted Clean Cars in 2008
e * as part of then-Gov. Janet Napolita-
= s} n0’s climate-change plan. The rules,
= B ‘based ‘entirely on California’s more.
‘stringent emissions program, took ef
fect in January for-cars and trucks .
produced for the 2012 model year,

The rateisabout 1455 percent ~_ ‘
¢ " Unde the Clean Air Act, California
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per 1,000 mortgfageable proper-

» Home sales were up

» Pending sales were almost
flat in May from April, signal-
ing June could be another good

3.5 percent in May over April.
fereclosuves.

‘Experts offer varied housing outlooks

Letter” tracked nearly 600 new- week, you Wﬂl know that the re-

monﬁh.
horte permits in the Phoenix ar-  gion’s median price has been

ousing-market watchers . . g 1
Hére searching for signs » Listings’
. Phoenix’s five-year hous- ‘continueto ea, which is this year's norm for holding steady at about
ing cvash is near an end.. fall ard are the market. $115,000 for the past six
There's Jot of real-estate in- down almost The report states the home-  months. .
formation out there with differ- 10 percent building industry, which was - Meanwhile, former vice-pres- .
© ent forecasts. Several reports: from May. once the driver of Phoenix’s - idential candidate Sarah Palin's
show thie market improving, " »Bothpre-  ecoriomy, won't be healthy recent $1.7 million Scottsdale
and prices inching up this year, Real foreclosures  again wntil the economy adds ~ home purchase is.drawing more
But there's also research imply-  Estate and foreclo- 300,000 jobs. . - . attention. .
ing the crash isn't oever. | CATHERINE sures are . The less-upbeat forecast A Massachusetts official and -
Data from Phoenix groups REAGOR down. comes from the Arizona Re- mortgagefraud mvestigator be-
the Cromford Report and the = ' Thenews . gional Multiple Listing Sefvices HLeves a “robosigner” was in-
Information Market: isn't as good Price Index. The date, based on  volved in Palin's deal.
- for the new~home market, pending sales, show metro Several Arizond real-estate
Phoenix's median home price.  experts believe Palin’s title is
clear and legal and say they

which must still compete with )
could fall to $106,000 in July
1 - need more evidence of any ille-

and §97,000 in :
MEyoursad this coltmn fast  gal signing,

RL Brown and Greg Burger's
iatest “Phoenix Housing Market
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Mesa Tribune
Letter To The Editor (480) 898-6362 January 21,2007
Dear Editor:

At this time while others are paying the price for comioriable
summers, contending with snow and ice, we should be planning how to
reduce the price we pay to escape that frigid weather. Such as the ever
increasing cost of fuel, high pollution, power shortages,threatening rolling
black-outs,even isolation. Much of that can be reduced with something as
simple as using the cooler daylight hours. Around 4 and 5 a m is our best
time of the day, May to October. Arizona is the only place left on the U.S.
mainland that fails to take into consideration the earth’s rotation. That is
nothing to be proud of,it is a handicap. For example, most local sports
events broadcast nationally end after midnight eastern time. That effects
ratings and revenue.

A young Benjamin Franklin while in France measured the lamp oil
saved when people arose and retired one hour earlier in the season. His
experiment has been accepted in most of the industrial world as a method
of conserving fuel. The concept has been adopted by out door workers, the
construction industry. Home and travel energy use is reduced by many who
voluntarily aiter work hours. Any opportunity to avoid using the air
conditioners saves fuel reduces poliution. Ever notice when activated the
auto air conditioner compressor acts as if a trailer was attached to the
vehicle: Even stalled in traffic,common today, its off / on load on the motor
is detectable. That is more fuel and residue exiting the tailpipe.

Arising an hour earlier most people could drive to work with car
windows open, reduce home power demands. It would accommodate the
construction worker as well as those communicating with offices that close
three hours earlier in the east. Most important, as | pointed out,we waste
the most pleasant time, before 6:00 a m.. Most Arizonans are asleep, they
watched late news and went to bed an hour later than the rest of the
country.

Its nice in the earlier morning, to get up and take a walk around the
block, say Hi to your neighbor. There are benefits to adjusting to nature,
and there are clocks that adjust to day light savings time automatically for
those challenged by the task. Richard T. Tracy,Sr. (480)-839-1153




Comment Response Appendix - B3327

Response

Comment Document

Code




B3328 .- Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document

(a0t patord -
apBIRP.
B[oal qounod
Y I}0Iq
‘ofe 10l Y
fjod oy

TIOS - UUIDuwaas

Eoaleh

OWTDIC B8 PRUeP s

o XN
qouppu 03 BIEIUNOTL

el Syoroddas o7,

iy

Guuy

g
[% a8

SUUR ‘
DIULS JOAY TOTIIER
o1 a8 A3
uo AJUBOEA B
“Xudaoyd o3

gaqnqemqv wo.
zor dooTp
~RYR $8Y

D 9
. apeise-[eal

B p{aq

uty A

a7z pouue[d
ST FE (00T

S[esp Juswrdo(asp

iss0d s
it
vg syuonodd(y §3ua

sy

10

i

‘Kemaly
19
UL Jo 3y

131000 PIE SUHIC] [E1owE
[=3
e

a1ty oNEIS !

ikionch
Suruuieze
e §1opjE
d ssou  femost) 913

d

og pasod
osal ses P

‘$pIoddl Uf patd
TU RSB

d s IouyEe

TR3UnON R
) 03 Pl
‘{ngu‘eug

oy oy L 4o

£ 95ed O12D121G 298
atyg, Kemoory U

s pomoe
10} 9338 @

-01d o1
eI pue] Jo osvram

ssouIsNA ¥
-A0DTIT DG

F-CLe
sonjod A2
03 paunyel

GRS

$emaoig

T3{ISUO

Ag

‘q;'nog: péSOdOJd‘ O:ql :

SrIEnamL VNOZINY THL

Suipg moos pue 93NsIOR weos

SISy

Rit)s!

QIO 458
gATesYY JoATE B[O ol O} [jaaleleliy

_goq3 STH] 103 SUH
‘CK'[}IJOM st OYOQID

p=?
)

palge‘&xas[ “
nbal spaod

uiEIqe Sitelt
‘sepe] snid

Smovs pedrours

n po
U2

in]

:ootgld
d UL 1501

yeqy . oMM

3¢
nand ¥ IopU
-nop YLD DU ST

-1nq s WOY

-93~01!

3

‘Transit specifics needec

Vi AVANT

build commuter rail before widening the
Broadway Curve on Interstate 10 has
prompted a healthy response from readers.
Since his proposal ran Jan. 20 on these pages,
we have received 14
OUR VIEW letters, most of them

0107 'LE AYYNN

for action on the idea.
That's far more letters than we have recejved
during that time on any other subject.
Granted, 14 letters hardly is a representative
sample of the population. But Hallman's propos-
al clearly has touched a nerve with readers who
feel that commuter rail is long overdue,
Whether you agree with-Hallman's idea or not, .
at least his proposal was specific, not just lip
service. We challenge other elécted leaders to
either join Hallman on his idea or express their
awn specific plans to speed transit improve-
ments, | )
Given how little cash there is, and how great the
need is to improve traffic flow without spewing
" more pollution, residents should have several

Reading the debate about the dreaded
Broadway Curve: Is it just traffic volume, or
does the horrendous design of the Broad-

way Cuive en-
VOUR WIEYWS ) ter into the

problem just as
much if not more so?

Nearing the Broadway Curve, you have
“the steady lane of traffic from Arizona 143
‘entering the freeway, followed immediately
by Broadway Road on-ramp traffic and then
by the Superstition Freeway off-ramps.

Do we really need 12 lanes of traffic, or do

we just need a way to funnel those cars en-
-ering at the 143 and Broadway Road to get
mto I-10 after the Superstition inter-
change? = -

It's a mess right now, and though I favor
comunuter rail, I dén’t know if that will have
much impact on reducing the traffic as it
currently stands.

— Paul Nichelson, Tempe

Rail system must be extensive

1 agree with Tempe Mayor Hugh Hall-
man that arail system.should be built before

Tempe Mayor Hugh Hallman's proposal to

positive and pleading -

JACK KURTZ/THE RE
New Mexico's Rail Runner, which runst
Belen to Bernalille, went from idea to
inception in less than four years.

creative ideas to debate.
What do you think?

Want more elected leaders to get specif
about transit? Telf them!

E-matl Mesa’s mayor and council at
comcil@mesaaz.gov. Find your legislator:
azleg.gov. And copy us on your message,

sefetters@ari: : com.

Curve’s design is problem

widening the Broadway Curve. The is:
traffic gridlock is to take more cars ¢
road.

Building more freeways will onk:
cars and pollution. The train would ne
be an extensive network, though, to ge

ple to all parts of the Valley in order to
fective.

— Pare Smyth,

Code
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1 Alternatives, W59 | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Alternative Versus | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
W101 Alternative | Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL INCOMING CALL

DATE: TIME:

6/14/13 1:50 PM

CALLER: CALLER ADDRESS:

NANCY TRAINER P.O. BOX 5575, GOODYEAR, ARIZONA 85338
PHONE: EMAIL:

623-399-6218
CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

@ Yes, I do support the freeway. The South Mountain freeway, but you need to stop playing politics with
it and build it. But you need to build it where you will disrupt the least amount of people. Also, I take

exception with having to listen to this message in Spanish. If you are a voter you need to be able to
read and write in English. Thank you.
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Jennifer Tran Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:34:51 PM by Web Comment Form

I live in Avondale and commute to work every day on the 10E to Tempe, AZ. Traffic in
the morning is typically really bad once | approach around 43rd Ave. In the past 8 years, I've
noticed that accidents tend to occur before, in or after the downtown tunnel. One of factir
that | believe contributes to these increase in accidents in this area is the short amount of
distance after you exit the tunnel to either enter the 202 Or the 51. | believe that with the

@ proposed loop 202 in the west side will definitely decongest traffic going into the tunnel and

hence, reduce accidents.

Code Issue Response

1 Design Comment noted.
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TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

7/23/13
CALLER:
THE TRAVILLIONS

PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:57 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

2608 SOUTH WETSTONE PLACE, CHANDLER,
ARIZONA 85286

EMAIL:

@ Hi we're in favor of the South Mountain and the 202 freeway. Thank you.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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MS. TRAVIS: Janet Travis and my address
is 44177 West Palmen Drive in Maricopa and 85138. I
think the first comment I have is in this report
there is absolutely no information on the tonnage.
And this is a point that we repeatedly asked, I'm
sure it was ADOT, MAG, all these representatives that
were there, the bigwigs here, decisionmakers on this.
Repeatedly asked them for that information, and they
did tell us, "Yes, yes, we will have that
information." That's very, very basic information
regarding freeway and employees.

And not Jjust a public meeting, you know,
something like this, but departmental meetings, air
quality program with decisionmakers at Gila River,
transportation meetings, a number of meetings over
the years. We were told we would have that
information. It's not in there. And that it's a
basic, basic piece of information that is included in
normal environmental impact statements.

As an example, the amount of vehicle
miles traveled, or the amount of cars per day on that
18-mile stretch on the community, Interstate 10,
there's 17,000 tons of carbon monoxide emitted
annually. This needs to have tonnage and it's just

not there.

Code
1

Issue

Air Quality

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

The total tonnage of emissions by pollutant is not presented because the
regulations require that the analysis be compared to the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards, which are not based on tonnage. However, tonnage (total
emissions) was reported for mobile source air toxics because there are no
standards.

Page
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Okay. Another point is, there is
absolutely nothing about health impacts on this. And
I know not all environmental impact statements have
that included, but many do. And in this case, it
should be included because this freeway, unlike all
the others in the Valley, is located between two
mountain ranges during periods of inversion layers,
stagnant air. That's going to sit right there
between the mountains.

And the level of health problems out
here, especially with kids with asthma, it's going to
skyrocket. And right now, there's kids playing
football outside. And pollutants have been proven to
have a strong impact on the population within a mile
and a half of a freeway. So there's schools, of
course, residents and they're going to be sitting in
that smog.

We need numbers, tonnage on carbon
monoxide, ozone, volatile organic compounds. Just
all of the things, particulate matter. And one thing
they did not address, they did mention particulate
matter and 10 -- PM 10, but they do not address PM
2.5, smaller particulates, and those are especially
the problem with diesel trucks, PM 2.5.

And the community has an air quality

Code
2

Issue

Health Effects

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Air Quality

According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during

the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved
mixing, winds typically were from the west.

Air Quality

A particulate matter (PM, ) analysis is not required since the area is in attainment
for the particulate matter (PM, ,) National Ambient Air Quality Standard.

Page 5
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1 monitoring site. You could almost see it it's so
2 close. And we have baseline levels and it will be
3 interesting to see what those levels increase to once
4 the freeway is put in. And we did our 2.5
5 measurements, PM 2.5. We did what is called
6 speciation on that particular type of pollutant, and
7 that picks up the hazardous air pollutants. So this
(:::) 8 does not address that. It does not really address
9 air toxins.
10 From what I can understand, this is
11 pretty complex. They did two, have monitoring
12 criteria from the point in Chandler where the freeway
13 -- where 202 will meet I-10 and around on the other
14 side. Those end points, they have carbon monoxide
15 monitoring numbers. Although it is not in tons, it
16 is just saying they meet the standard and that's not
17 enough information. And then they have no monitoring
18 or estimated numbers for all along the community, and
19 that information is actually easy to gather.
20 All you have to do, if you estimate
21 vehicle miles traveled and put these particulate
22 types of pollutants into a modeling program and it
23 comes up with tonnage. So I know they have the
24 information. They just did not express it in the way
25 that they should have. This is very, very basic
Page 6
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information because it affects public health on a
level that is unimaginable.

I know Maricopa County, City of Phoenix,
they have met a number of EPA standards. They have
made some progress, but there's a few that they
haven't met, and I do need to gather more information
on that. But it seems like Phoenix pretty much does
the minimal amount to meet those standards. They
could do more. It's not easy, but it's based on
health standards, federal health standards, and it
seems like they never go beyond the minimum.

And I know they've been threatened with
sanctions, and it seems like that's the only time
they move forward. And to me that indicates more of
an economic concern rather than a health concern, so.

And as far as where they discussed
benefits, impacts, social economic environmental
impacts, that was all done for the other side, not
for the Gila River side. Especially what really
upsets me is no mention of health impacts. I mean,
in a way, they are addressed because those standards
of pollutants are based on federal numbers,
measurements, and anything beyond certain levels has
these impacts spelled out.

Well, we don't know the tonnage, so we

Page 7
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can't estimate what those health impacts might be.
And that's kind of a simplified way to say it, but
I've been out of the loop for a while, but there are
some basics that I do know. And after being told
they would be addressed and to not have it in there I
think is really disrespectful and a slap in the face
to Gila River, and this is why one reason this is so
controversial.

And I know this is going to be built.
I've known from the beginning, but I just thought it
would be done in a way where the information would be
out there for residents of Phoenix, but the residents
of Gila River, I just don't understand why we are not
allowed the same information that is provided to all
the other freeway environmental impact studies that
have been done in the past.

So I know a lot of people view the City
of Phoenix as the 2,000 pound gorilla, you know, when
it comes to economic development and a lot of things.
And this kind of supports that, as much as I hate to
say it, but...

And then as far as cultural, I will let a
lot of these other people address that because I
think they are more knowledgeable than I am, so I

don't need to go into that. And as far as direct

Page 8
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impact on water quality, on wildlife, that is also
information that will be addressed more in-depth from
one of the departments in Gila River.

So our comments as a whole different
environmental program have been submitted, and they
will be reviewed by the higher-ups before they are
released as official statements. In the meantime, I
think it would have been good to have a lot of this
information out so people would know the right
questions to ask so that they would insist upon
answers.

And my familiarity with public hearings
where you actually have to do the legal requirements,
which you guys are doing right here, and the fact
that there's no gquestion-and-answer, you know, I
realized that's how it was going to be. I was kind
of hoping they might tweak that a little bit, but, I
mean, I'm kind of at a loss for words just because I
was so surprised at what I read -- or I should say
what I didn't read, what should have been there.

Actually, when I did park here and I saw
those kids out there, I was just thinking in the
future how they will be impacted by this. I know one
of the benefits for the freeway is like

transportation of emergency vehicles and stuff like

Code
5

Issue

Public Involvement

Response

At the public hearing, in addition to the public hearing room (Ballroom 3), and

the project video (Ballroom 1), information, resources, and staff were set up in an
open house style format in Ballroom 2. Several copies of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement document were available for review; 63 banners explaining the
participation process, the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, and the next
steps were displayed; approximately 25 staff members were available to answer
questions; computer stations were set up to accommodate online comments;
comment cards were provided at tables for written comments; and court reporters
were available to record verbal comments.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

6 Design The proposed freeway would have eight travel lanes, but would not have frontage
roads in the area along the Gila River Indian Community land (see Figure 3-14 in
the Final Environmental Impact Statement).

1 that. I know they're going to have, oh, what do you

2 call that, the roads on either side of the freeway?
<:::) 3 Service roads. And that will, you know, be part of
4 the benefit, but then it also came to mind that,

5 okay, you're making it easier for emergency vehicles,
6 which is a good thing because you're probably going
7 to be out here a lot picking up little kids that have
8 asthma attacks in reality.
9 The rate of diabetes, which pollution
10 does affect, the rate of asthma of course is
11 extremely high out here. A lot of people know that.
12 So they kind of get lost in the big picture when it
13 comes to that. And that's -- they should have the

14 priority, the little kids, of impacts to them.

15 And I think another issue is, there's a
16 lot of people around right now, community members
17 that remember when Interstate 10 was built. And I've

18 always heard that they weren't paid fair market value
19 for some of the land. I don't know if that's true.
20 At one particular meeting, ADOT was asked to provide
21 numbers of how much were they paid back in the early
22 '60s, and they had a number, but then you hear

23 different people say, no, we only got this or that.

24 So that's really not something I can make
25 a comment on because I just don't know. But one
Page 10
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Code Comment Document

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

thing is the people that do have the memory of that,
and I was surprised to hear this, we were promised
frontage roads. We were promised more exits when
that was built. We're still waiting for the frontage
roads. People remember that because they've been
here for generations. And that information, you
know, it's passed down and it pisses people off.

They remember because the people here live here for
years and their children and their children.

And a lot of these people here, they
didn't grow up here. Their parents still live here.
Their grandparents live here and great, great
grandparents live here, and that's why it's become so
personal, and I think that's something that a lot of
people don't realize and they don't see it this way.

Well, maybe five, ten years, you know,
maybe you'll move to wherever. Maybe I will too, but
most of the people here don't. They stay and they
remember. I'm going to make some silly sarcastic
comments, but I better not. This is official.

But anyway, I think those are my main
points, Jjust to include the basic information. And I
really would like to ask directly the people that,
the engineers monitoring, overseers, whatever, are

they going to have that in the final draft? I know

Page
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Code Comment Document Issue Response

7 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Need, Lack of identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Support Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1 they're not. I just know they're not. But I just

2 want them to know we were told they were, and that is

3 one reason that people are weary of things, one of

4 many reasons.

5 And then it does go into how this will

6 benefit the Phoenix area. Sure it's going to relieve
(:::) 7 congestion, it's going to reduce air pollution. Well

8 that's great if you're on the other side of the

9 mountain, that's really great, but here we're not.

10 And whenever you talk about this kind of

11 thing, casinos always come up into the mix, so I

12 don't know. It seems like, well, you guys have those
13 casinos. Like we're not allowed to complain about

14 anything because we have casinos. That gets kind of

15 old.

16 There's a number of people out here,

17 whether you want to call them activists or just

18 concerned people. I consider myself a concerned

19 resident, not really an activist because I'm kind of

20 too lazy, but they're getting a lot of the kids

21 involved. And I think I would like to see more of
22 the other side, you know, not just the emotional so
23 those kids can actually have scientific background to
24 back up what they're so passionate about. So maybe

25 in the future we'll have more of that, but right now
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Code Comment Document

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

just to see the kids expressing themselves, having a
voice, that's really great.

I think something that's kind of scary
about all of this and the controversy that comes with
it for a lot of tribal members out here, this is like
the last straw. So I don't know how that's going to
affect things in the future, but just wanted to get
that out there. I'm not saying it's the last straw.
You're not going to see me laying in the freeway or
laying in front of a bulldozer that's trying to, you
know, but no promises there won't be other people
doing it.

And actually, the model that they used,
this Mobile 6 model where they figure out no
pollutants, you know, measurements like that and
vehicle miles traveled, blah, blah, blah, we used
that same model to do our emissions inventory for the
Interstate 10. And specifically I didn't do it, but
it's been done. And it wasn't contracted out, air
quality personnel did it themselves, and they happen
to have a lot of experience with other jurisdictions
outside, so they pretty much know what they're doing
as far as technical and policy issues because they go
hand-in-hand, you know.

Don't even get me started on Arizona's

Page 13
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Code Comment Document

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

politics. I won't mention Jan Brewer's name, but you
know what I mean. So air quality here does have
familiarity with the type of technology used when
figuring emissions. And I do know that these
calculations are also done on projected situations
like better quality gas, better mileage for vehicles,
you know, that kind of thing. And that is
technically, yeah, you do want to include that
information, but the way it is right now, I think
that's all people see. They're not going to sit
back, well, 35 years from now, things will be better,
you know. You can't do that. Nobody really wants to
do that.

I mean, it just in many ways, it doesn't
make sense, but I do know that is information you
have to include when you're figuring these things
out. So I do understand that's part of it, but the
assessment does make those assumptions, but they are
assumptions and not based on the way things are now.

And people are also curious, I am too,
about what classification on air quality that this
Gila River -- okay, I know I'm rambling here, but we
currently have what's considered clean air based on
three years of monitoring data which is a federal

requirement. How is that going to impact it? Are we
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Code Comment Document

10
11

12
® .
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

now going to be considered nonattainment dirty air
area? How will that affect economic development?
There is a direct relationship that really affects
that, and Phoenix has had the upper hand on that for
years. Finally got that changed. I could go into a
lot of other things, but it gives me a headache,
SO...

And currently we don't do emissions
testing based on the fact that the air is considered
clean out here, and I do believe all that will
change. Even where Phoenix might have monitors for
different pollutants that do meet the standard, once
that air is trapped between the mountains, that's
going to change. I don't care what anyone says, that
is going to change. So that is another thing that
residents of the community, I'm sure they will be
required to do emissions testing because right now
they don't.

One thing I would like to mention is that
Gila River Environmental Department, we've always had
a good relationship with the state and the county and
federal PA people. We've had a good relationship,
and that has helped a lot because many, many tribes
do not have a good relationship with the state, where

we actually did play well together and we have worked

Page 15

Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525
www.drivernix.com

Code

Issue

Response




Comment Response Appendix - B3345

Code Comment Document

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

together on different projects. So it is not
something personal, you know. It is all about policy
and my opinion of what is fair.

Another thing I want to mention, as far
as environmental issues or conditions that were out
here at one time, a lot of the elders remember when
the rivers were around, Gila River and Salt River.
They remember the wildlife. They remember all of the
fields that were growing. They remember all of that.
And in a very short period of time, it's gone. And,
you know, I understand that Phoenix is a city. It's
growing, but to be honest, I had no idea this would
happen because I always thought it's so hot there.
Who would want to move to Phoenix? And what am I
doing, I'm back in the Valley.

But I guess my main point is, even myself
just in talking to my mother, she lives in District 7
right near where the Salt River once was, and she
tells stories about swimming there every single day
and hauling watermelons on the horse so they'd have
something to eat. I mean, just these amazing
scenarios that I can't even imagine.

And the elders, there's less and less of
them. So many of us have no clue of what it was like

on a personal level. We see old pictures, we hear

Code

Issue

Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

9 Cultural Resources | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1 stories, but it's gone and that's in a very short

2 period of time. And a lot of natural resources that

3 are now gone were directly tied to cultural elements.

4 And I think that's another thing that people don't
<:::) 5 understand is how many ceremonial cultural things

6 still take place here. I think many of them don't

7 believe it because to be honest, people more or less

8 remember the negative, the native people that they

9 see wherever in the city. It's not always pretty.
10 That's what they know. And they have no idea that so
11 many ceremonial cultural events still happen and
12 they're still important. People just have no clue.
13 And I would go into some of those, but I
14 really don't think this is the place to do that as
15 far as public comments, but I just want people to
16 realize it's there. They're probably never going to
17 see it, but they need to know these are there. After
18 this is over and you have all of these comments, and
19 you're going to have a lot of them, not just here but
20 from Ahwatukee, Phoenix, environmental clubs,
21 industry, whatever, the process I think people know

22 they are aware they may feel that what I'm saying

23 right now isn't going to make a damn bit of
24 difference. That state environmental impact
25 statement is not going to be realized based on what
Page 17
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10
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25

one person is saying, and that's a little bit

upsetting because you feel you have all of this

passion about something, but deep down you realize

nothing's going to change and that's upsetting,

SO...
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Code Comment Document

@gg@@

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Against the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:45:54 AM

————— Original Message-----

From: Mike Treacy [mailto:treacy@asu.edu]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 5:04 PM

To: Projects

Subject: Against the South Mountain Freeway

Dear ADOT,

I do not support the proposed South Mountain Freeway.

(1) That valley is beautiful and scenic at present. I like it unspoiled.

(2) Making it even easier to access Phoenix by car can only worsen the traffic density downtown.

(3) Smog in winter in the valley is already unhealthy. There are certain days when the kids in my
daughter's school (Awakening See in South

Phoenix) were not allowed to play outside because of poor air quality

(4) T would prefer you to focus more on ways to reduce the number of single-passenger cars. I like the
new downtown tram system. I would prefer you to put your resources into that project, which
potentially serves more people.

You do a great job designing and maintaining the roads in the valley. I am impressed. I am not
persuaded that another artery into Phoenix is needed. I sense that this movement is driven by residents
of West Ahwatukee who do not like having to travel East to the I10 in order to get around South
Mountain. The freeway will reduce their commute time, but the rest of the Valley will not be served so
well.

Sincerely

Mike Treacy
Resident of South Tempe.

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.

Code
1

Issue

Visual Resources

Response

Because Pecos Road is already a four-lane arterial street and is in approximately
the same location as the proposed E1 Alternative, viewers would not be seeing any
phenomena they do not already see (see Final Environmental Impact Statement
page 4-169). The proposed freeway would have eight lanes of traffic and carry
more vehicles, but what park users and residents would see would not be
substantively different from what they already see along Pecos Road. Page 4-170
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement lists measures that should help to
avoid, reduce, or mitigate aesthetic impacts. Larger saguaro cacti, mature trees,
and large shrubs that would likely survive the transplanting and sitting-in period
would help in visually sensitive or critical roadway areas.

Purpose and Need

Although the region’s freeways are now congested during the peak travel period,
conditions in 2035 without the proposed freeway would be substantially worse with
more congested areas and congested conditions for longer periods of time (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21 and 1-22).

Congestion relief resulting from the proposed freeway would provide localized
reductions of delays on arterial streets and at interchanges. Reduced travel times
would result in lower exposure to elevated concentrations of mobile source air
toxics occurring in traffic. Other benefits of the proposed freeway in comparison
to the No-Action Alternative are presented in Table 3-9 on page 3-38 of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement.

Air Quality

Health Effects

Alternatives,
Nonfreeway
Alternatives

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Alternatives

The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa
Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as
Regional Area Road Funds) sources. Use of these funds for construction of the
proposed freeway would not affect available funds for statewide projects nor
would not constructing this facility make available additional funds for other
statewide projects.

Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

The proposed freeway is not an arterial road into Phoenix. The proposed
freeway is needed to serve projected growth in population and accompanying
transportation demand and to correct existing and projected transportation
system deficiencies. See Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:46:48 AM

----- Original Message-----

From: aptrejo_2@juno.com [mailto:aptrejo_2@juno.com]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2013 4:24 PM

To: Projects

Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

We support the South Mtn Frwy project.
Al & Pat Trejo

4726 E. Florian Circle
Mesa, Az. 85206

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Let us to the 202!htttgt

Date: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 3:41:50 PM

----- Original Message-----

From: Leo Trinidad [mailto:Itrini@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 15, 2013 3:34 PM
To: Projects

Subject: Let us to the 202!htttgt

BUILD THE 202 FREEWAY NOW...

@ After moving and making the Phoenix area as my family's permanent residence Since 1987 We have
witnessed the transformation of Phoenix from a small city to a major city that requires Big city
infrastructure facilities..

The smoothly functioning I-17 is a product of proper transportation planning and execution of long
term transportation planning. MAG and ADOT have proven it in the past, the 202 freeway will be
another good news from ADOT in the future.

Therefore let us build the 202 freeway NOW!

I-17 freeway was slowly

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

5/16/13
CALLER:

LEE TURNER
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

12:14 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

838 EAST DAVA DRIVE, TEMPE, AZ 85283
EMAIL:

@ I am calling in support of the South Mountain Freeway construction. Thank you.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Comment on the proposed Loop 202 extension
Date: Tuesday, June 18, 2013 11:42:29 AM

Thank you,

Felicia Beltran

Senior Community Relations Officer
1655 W Jackson St. MD 126F

Phoenix, AZ 85007

602-319-7709

azdot.gov

ADOT

Communications

From: Tuszynski, Ron S [mailto:ron.s.tuszynski@intel.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 18, 2013 10:59 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Comment on the proposed Loop 202 extension

AZ DOT,

I live in the Ahwautkee Foothills and am one of many that oppose the build out of the Loop 202. |
do not believe the environmental impact study is complete and | do not think this benefits the
residents of Ahwatukee at all. | am very concerned about the air pollution, noise pollution and the
drop in property values that this extension will produce. There are multiple schools that will be
impacted by the noise/air pollution. | urge you to reconsider building out the extension at all when
it will only benefit truckers who will detour out of the city to connect to I-10 on the east side. We
do not need it and cannot afford it!

Respectfully,
Ron Tuszynski

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments

Code Issue Response
1 Purpose and The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Need, Lack of identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Support Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
2 Air Quality
3 Noise
4 Economics, A review of the literature reveals few detailed and comprehensive analyses of the
Socioeconomics relationship between the transportation infrastructure and residential property
values (Transportation Research Record: Journal of the Transportation Research
Board, No. 2174, Transportation Research Board of the National Academies,
Washington, D.C., 2010, pp. 138-47; “Impact of Highways on Property Values:
Case Study of the Superstition Freeway Corridor”). A recent study by the
California Department of Transportation concluded that freeway facilities did not
substantially affect sales prices in residential areas adjacent to the facility. The
study concluded that it is the visibility of the freeway that may influence selling
price and not distance or noise. As a result, the researchers generally concluded
that the more the visibility of a new freeway is reduced, the less it would determine
the sales price of homes sold in the area.
5 Health Effects The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
6 Purpose and
Need, Truck
Bypass
7 Purpose and Need | The proposed project is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa

Association of Governments region. In 2004, the voters of Maricopa County
approved the Regional Transportation Plan and the extension of a half-cent sales tax
to fund its projects. The funding for the right-of-way acquisition and construction
of the proposed project would come from a combination of federal (National
Highway Performance Program) and County (half-cent sales tax, also known as
Regional Area Road Funds) sources.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

5/20/13
CALLER:
WILLIAM ULLOA

PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

much. Thank you. Goodbye.

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

3:52 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

3323 E. MALAPAI DRIVE, PHOENIX, ARIZONA
85028

EMAIL:

Hi, I do support the new freeway along Pecos Boulevard. I happen to be in the transit area of the 51

going north. And even though I am close, I think it's for the betterment of entire city and county that
@ the freeway goes through as soon as possible. It has been on the drawing board for a long time. I feel

bad for those people but no one felt bad for me up here at 32™ and Shay and it hasn't really hurt that

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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1 Design The bridge at 32nd Street is included to allow potential access to land south of the
Robert Upham Document Created: 5/21/2013 3:15:21 PM by Web Comment Form ﬁ'eeway.
I would like to see the bridge at 32nd Street eliminated. Without a Traffic Interchange
there and no access to the freeway, | would prefer to see 32nd street just dead end. | have
@ experienced enough crime that can enter our neighborhoods from the reservation (from other

connections and personal experience into the City). | don't want future access to the

reservation from my neighborhood. having future access from 40th street and 24th street is
enough.
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Build the South Mountain Freeway
Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:46:48 AM

----- Original Message-----

From: Frank [mailto:frankcarol2001@cox.net]
Sent: Friday, May 10, 2013 1:19 PM

To: Projects

Cc: info@buildthe202.com

Subject: Build the South Mountain Freeway

overdue in being built and should get started right away. I would enjoy being part of a discussion or
focus group to start discussions with Indian tribe and its leaders to start this project and get the ball

@ I am a retired Maricopa County public works street maint. Superintendent and agree this freeway is way
rolling. Thank You. Frank Urquiza

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for
use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient,
please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code

1 Comment noted.

Issue Response

\ Document Created: 5/21/2013 12:57:22 PM by Web Comment Form
Frank Urquiza . ] ) )
| feel this 202 freeway is long overdue, and should be built..| was born and raised in the

west valley and have seen the growth thoughout the valley with most of it on the north and

east side of the valley and very little done on the west side of Maricopa County...As we go
@ into the future traffic will continulally get worse on the freway and this 202 freeway will allow

traffic to continuous flow elimanting traffic problem, accidents, pollution,,etc..thanks you..
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From: Gary Usinger

To: Projects

Subject: 202 extension

Date: Thursday, June 20, 2013 9:18:05 PM

| am for the extension....it will help with the current flow of traffic and give people alternate routes
@ to get out of this funnel called ahwatukee

Gary usinger

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL INCOMING CALL

DATE: TIME:

5/17/13 3:35PM

CALLER: CALLER ADDRESS:

KEMP USRY 5503 CAYA DE SANTO RIOS, PHOENIX, AZ 85018
PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

@ I am in support of the new freeway.
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Code Comment Document
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10
11
12
13
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MR. VAALER: Yeah, thank you for the

opportunity to speak, just got basically two words

for you, no-build. I think the purpose and need for

this freeway is outdated. I think you could improve

existing infrastructure and use mass transit in place

of this freeway.

My other concern is the intrusion this

potential freeway would have on South Mountain Park.

I think you set a very bad precedent by proposing to

build it in the park. Any deletion from the park, I

mean, 30 acres is unacceptable. Those are the two

points I'd like to make.

Thank you.

Driver and Nix Court Reporters -

www.drivernix.com
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Code Issue Response

1 Alternatives, No- The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Action (No-Build) | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Alternative Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Purpose and
Need, Old Plan or
Use of Old Data

3 Purpose and Need | The proposed freeway is part of the Regional Transportation Plan for the Maricopa

Association of Governments region. The Regional Transportation Plan, as described
on pages 1-5 and 1-10 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, addresses
freeways, streets, transit, airports, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, freight,
demand management, system management, and safety. The proposed freeway is
only one part of the overall multimodal transportation system planned to meet the
travel demand needs of the Maricopa Association of Governments region.

4 Alternatives, The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Nonfreeway identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Alternatives Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5 Section 4(f) and

Section 6(f)
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Build the 202 South Mountain Freeway.
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 10:51:25 AM

From: Vachon, Patricia (AZ75) [mailto:Patricia.Vachon@honeywell.com]
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 10:03 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Build the 202 South Mountain Freeway.

@ Please build this freeway. The metropolitan area need it desparately.

DPatricia Vachon

Honeywell International

HPS Technical Assistance Center Manager
Desk: 602-293-1720

Cell: 602-300-5451

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Loop 202

Date: Thursday, May 16, 2013 8:14:12 AM

From: Mary Ann [mailto:maryannvail@aol.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 16, 2013 7:26 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Loop 202

@ | feel very strongly that the South Mountain Freeway needs to be built.
Thank you for your consideration.

Mary Ann Vail
8934 East Calle Buena Vista
Scottsdale, AZ 85255

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments.
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Code Comment Document

©

run

\ \ Document Created: 5/21/2013 1:51:45 PM by Web Comment Form
Antonio Valdovinos
i support the 202 because we need a hospital in our laveen are, lets save lifes in the long

Code

Issue Response

Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

©

5051

1 MS. VALENCIA: I would like to say that this

2 freeway would affect my civil rights as not only an indigenous

3 person, but as a woman, a parent, a descendant, and a future

4 ancestor of my future generations. My connection to this

5 mountain was during a spiritual run called the Peace and

6 Dignity Run, a spiritual run called the Peace and Dignity

7 Journeys, which unites the indigenous people from South

8 America, Mexico, the United States, Canada, and Alaska.

9 We are -- We are all people who run, and we pray
10 together to bring strength to our -- to our people across the
11 world. And this run happens only every four years. And my
12 connection with South Mountain was the prayers and the
13 spiritual connection that I had while running, for over
14 eight miles, and how it's sacred to our people.

15 If the sacred site is destroyed, it will affect

16 anyone, not only just the southern people in Arizona, but also
17 our relatives from other continents.

18 And I would just like to ask -- like, say: Why

19 should we have to fight to defend our sacred rights -- I mean,
20 our sacred lands if they're protected by the U.S. Government?
21 And I'd just like to clarify how it will violate my
22 freedom of religion, not only, like, as an indigenous person.
23 But I feel like I'm -- we have been discriminated against,

24 because, like, I mean, I live, like, in Gilbert. And I read
25 the newspapers, that they have, in that Gilbert area, and they

Code
1

Issue

Environmental
Justice/Lifestyle

Response

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance

of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices.

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian

tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects

of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with

tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural
Resource Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation
Office and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal
Historic Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National
Register of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional
cultural properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed
mitigation and measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing
and will continue until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.

The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, and
assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects
from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and disparate
impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content of the section,
no such effects would result from the action alternatives.

In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement,

the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining the
relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental elements
was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and
Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement.

Cultural Resources

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Page 41
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Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document

10
® |
12
13
14
15

16
© |
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

had a meeting for the, you know, Loop 202 in Phoenix.

And there was a lot of people that I know from the
reservation who went and attended that, who were opposing
against it, outside with signs and banners.

And, in the article that I read, it had nothing to
do with Gila River and how it will affect the people who were
there protesting against it. And it had no -- Like, it sort of
makes it sound like it's something good, like it's a positive
thing.

And there's nothing -- There's nothing in the --
you know, in the wvisual aid and in the research, that they
haven't put who -- like, the air quality, like, what scientists
and, like, who proved that. And, like, it just doesn't really
seem like reliable information that they would put out. So I
don't know.

But, again, I would just like to say that this
freeway would violate my civil rights as a person. And that's

it.

Page 42

Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525
www.drivernix.com

Code

Issue

Response




Comment Response Appendix - B3365

Code Comment Document

Code
1

Issue

Environmental
Justice/Lifestyle

Response

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement describes a decade-long consultation
and coordination effort led by the Arizona Department of Transportation and the
Federal Highway Administration with the Gila River Indian Community and other
Native American tribes. As a result of the consultation, the cultural importance

of the South Mountains is acknowledged in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement in several locations, notably page 5-26. The proposed project would
accommodate and preserve (to the fullest extent possible from the available
alternatives) access to the South Mountains for religious practices.

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires a government-
to-government relationship between the Federal Government and Indian

tribes as described beginning on page 4-140 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement. Section 106 requires federal agencies take into account the effects

of their undertakings on historic properties and requires consultation with

tribal authorities. Consultation has occurred with Gila River Indian Community
government officials, the Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, the Cultural
Resource Management Program, other tribes, and the State Historic Preservation
Office and has led to concurrence from the Gila River Indian Community Tribal
Historic Preservation Office and the State Historic Preservation Office on National
Register of Historic Places eligibility recommendations (including traditional
cultural properties like the South Mountains), project effects, and proposed
mitigation and measures to minimize harm. This consultation has been ongoing
and will continue until any commitments in a record of decision are completed.

The section entitled Title VI and Environmental Justice, beginning on page 4-29 in the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, presents acceptable methods, data, and
assumptions to assess the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects
from the proposed action on environmental justice populations and disparate
impacts to populations protected under Title VI. Based on the content of the section,
no such effects would result from the action alternatives.

In light of comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement,

the above-referenced conclusions were confirmed in the preparation of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement. To provide further clarity, the discussions of
environmental justice and Title VI were separated and additional text explaining the
relationship of environmental justice and Title VI to various environmental elements
was added throughout Chapter 4, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and
Mitigation, as exemplified by the inserted text on page 4-29 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement.

Cultural Resources

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration

identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.

Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

5057
1 * Kk
2 THE REPORTER: Please state your name.
3 MS. VALENCIA: Claudelle Valencia.
4 I have it written down. The expansion of
5 the Loop 202 is a complete violation of my rights as
<::> 6 an indigenous woman under the 1964 Civil Rights Act.
7 No matter where you go in O'odham territory, Tohono
8 O'odham, Ak-Chin, Akimel O'odham, you will hear the
9 stories of the significance of South Mountain to our
10 people as indigenous people. We are put on this
11 earth to take care of this land. We should not have
12 our civil rights violated trying to protect our
<:::> 13 sacred sites. No matter what, we will defend what is
14 ours.
15 THE REPORTER: Thank you so much.
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
Page 18
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

Tiffany Van Cleave Document Created: 5/17/2013 3:25:15 PM by Web Comment Form

The Loop 202 (South Mountain Freeway) project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to
six year construction period and result in a $2 billion investment in the Phoenix-area
economy. Not only will the project create numerous jobs and become and investment to the
Phoenix area, the money to build the freeway is in the budget.

@ | believe it is time to build the Loop 202 (South Mountain Freeway). Valley commuters have
waited long enough.
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: NO LOOP 202

Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 11:19:13 AM
Thank you,

Salina Tovar

Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.

MD 126F, Room 170

Phoenix, AZ 85007

602.712.4629

azdot.gov

ADOT

Communications

From: joelvandesande@gmail.com [mailto:joelvandesande@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Joel van de
Sande

Sent: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 11:15 AM

To: Projects

Subject: NO LOOP 202

In Arizona, we have an urban-sprawl problem and we are also in an economic depression.
Yet you along with MAG, the Federal Highway Administration, corporate & developmental
interests want to build an unneeded, polluting, and destructive freeway extension through the
sacred mountain: Muhadag Do'ag (South Mountain).

There are many issues with the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), which has

taken too long to produce in the first place. Plus, this project is an incredible wa$te of money.

Joel van de Sande

Code
1

Issue

Neighborhoods/
Communities

Response

Unplanned growth is often termed “urban sprawl.” Generally, this term is used in
the context of rapid and uncontrolled urban growth onto previously undeveloped
land—usually on the outskirts of an existing urban area. Projects like the proposed
freeway are often identified as contributors to urban sprawl. Freeway projects

are often cited as making land at the urban fringe more accessible and, therefore,
more attractive for development. However, examination of data comparing
population and land use between 1975 and 2000 suggests major transportation
projects like the proposed freeway do not induce growth in the region (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 4-170 through 4-174). The proposed
freeway would be implemented in a historically quickly urbanizing area (most
noticeably in the Western Section of the Study Area, although the nationwide
recession which began in 2007 slowed growth). In the Eastern Section of the Study
Area, the proposed freeway would abut public parkland, Native American land,
and a near-fully developed area—therefore, any contribution to accelerated or
induced growth would be constrained. The proposed freeway would be built in an
area planned for urban growth as established in local jurisdictions’ land use plans
for at least the last 25 years.

Purpose and Need

The worldwide recession that began in late 2007 generated a substantial downturn
in growth rates for new housing and employment across the United States.
Arizona particularly suffered the effects of this recession because, beginning in
the early 2000s, Arizona in general and Maricopa County specifically experienced
some of the fastest population, housing, and employment growth rates in the
country. Because the need for the proposed freeway is predicated in part on
projected growth, one might conclude the recession reduced that need. An
economic downturn associated with a given recession is, however, generally
considered a short-term phenomenon with respect to the longer-term planning
horizon established for the proposed freeway. Socioeconomic indicators have
steadily and consistently increased in the region since the early 1900s. The critical
factors underlying these indicators remain unchanged. (See the sidebar on Final
Environmental Impact Statement page 1-11.)

Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support

Air Quality

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

Cultural Resources

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.




B3368 - Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

Document Created: 5/20/2013 7:26:04 AM by Web Comment Form
Rory Van Den Berg
«lt is time to build the South Mountain Freeway. Valley commuters have waited in traffic jams
long enough. Based on the traffic studies in the Draft EIS, this will greatly help commute
times in a busy area of roads.

*The freeway will cut traffic congestion across the metro area, reduce air pollution, and save
drivers time and money.

*64.3% of likely voters in Maricopa County support construction of the freeway according to
the results of a new poll commissioned by We Build Arizona. Just 19.6 percent said they
were either opposed or likely to oppose the project.

+In a separate survey, also commissioned by We Build Arizona, 59 percent of likely voters
living in Ahwatukee and Laveen support the freeway as well.

«If we don’t build the South Mountain freeway, traffic in the region will get much worse over
the next two decades. According to ADOT’s own study:

+Traffic on I-10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear will grow 28%
*Another 103,000 cars will use the Broadway Curve each day
*Another 38,000 cars will jam the Tunnel every day

*Morning and evening commute times will increase 39% to 82%
Traffic congestion on city streets will increase 46%

*The same report indicates the project also will reduce air pollution by reducing the time
vehicles spend stuck in traffic.

*The project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to six year construction period and result
in a $2 billion investment in the Phoenix-area economy.

*The money to build the freeway is in the budget. It was approved by voters twice, first in
1985 and again in 2004.

*There is no more important project to the area’s commuters and workers than the South
Mountain Freeway project. We must build it now.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Draft EIS.
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:22:22 AM

From: Rory.VanDenBerg@kiewit.com [mailto:Rory.VanDenBerg@kiewit.com]
Sent: Monday, May 20, 2013 5:34 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Draft EIS.

Dear Sir or Madame,

The proposed completion of Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway has been part of the
planned freeway system in Phoenix for over 30 years, and there is no better time to
build it than now, so we can take care of traffic issues before they become bigger
problems. | have read through the Draft EIS, and seeing the numerical data further
reinforces my thoughts on completing Loop 202 . Below are some key points to
consider.

« It is time to build the South Mountain Freeway. Valley commuters have waited in
traffic jams long enough.

» The freeway will cut traffic congestion across the metro area, reduce air pollution,
and save drivers time and money.

» 64.3% of likely voters in Maricopa County support construction of the freeway
according to the results of a new poll commissioned by We Build Arizona. Just 19.6
percent said they were either opposed or likely to oppose the project.

* In a separate survey, also commissioned by We Build Arizona, 59 percent of likely
voters living in Ahwatukee and Laveen support the freeway as well.

« If we don’t build the South Mountain freeway, traffic in the region will get much
worse over the next two decades. According to ADOT’s own study:

« Traffic on I-10 between Ahwatukee and Goodyear will grow 28%
« Another 103,000 cars will use the Broadway Curve each day

» Another 38,000 cars will jam the Tunnel every day

» Morning and evening commute times will increase 39% to 82%
« Traffic congestion on city streets will increase 46%

» The same report indicates the project also will reduce air pollution by reducing the
time vehicles spend stuck in traffic.

« The project will create 30,000 jobs during the five to six year construction period and
result in a $2 billion investment in the Phoenix-area economy.

(Comment codes begin on next page)



B3370 - Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document

» The money to build the freeway is in the budget. It was approved by voters twice,
first in 1985 and again in 2004.

«» There is no more important project to the area’s commuters and workers than the
@ South Mountain Freeway project. We must build it now.

Thank you for your attention to this vital project to the Phoenix area,

Rory van den Berg
Citizen and construction employee in Phoenix

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

00,
00,
00,

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Proposed South Mountain Freeway Routes
Date: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 10:38:41 AM

Thank you,

Salina Tovar

Community Relations Officer
1655 W. Jackson St.

MD 126F, Room 170

Phoenix, AZ 85007

602.712.4629

azdot.gov

ADOT

Communications

From: Jill Van Dierendonck [mailto:jill.vandierendonck@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 10:10 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Proposed South Mountain Freeway Routes

I am completely opposed to the E1 Alternative route for the proposed South Mountain Freeway. |
have lived in Ahwatukee for more than 12 years, and have listened and watched the debate over
this freeway extension project the entire time. This road path may have made sense when planners
looked at an aerial map of the Valley in the early 1980s...but it certainly is a bad idea today. It is
inconceivable to me that responsible area leaders hope to displace homeowners, schools, churches,
an efficient local travel road...and destroy a beautiful and scared mountain range...to enable
interstate truck traffic to bypass downtown Phoenix. | know...the “pro” arguments also say this
freeway is needed so people can travel from the far East Valley to the West Valley and vice versa.
Really? Both the U.S. 60 and the existing 202/1-10 routes seem to work pretty well for this.
Transportation planners really need to STOP negatively impacting our air quality and natural
resources with highway/freeway designs like this.

NO on the 202.

NO on the Pecos Road alignment.

NO on ANY destruction of South Mountain.

NO to increased interstate truck traffic in my neighborhood.
NO to destroying homes, churches, and schools.

NO to harming and destroying wildlife habitat.

Jill Van Dierendonck
16821 S. 11" way

Code Issue Response
1 Alternatives, E1 The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Alternative identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
2 Purpose and
Need, Old Plan or
Use of Old Data
3 Neighborhoods/ Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was
Communities conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
4 Cultural Resources | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
5 Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)
6 Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support
7 Air Quality
8 Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build)
Alternative
9 Biology, Plants,

and Wildlife
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Phoenix, AZ 85048
480-213-8844

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments
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©

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: 202 loop

Date: Tuesday, May 14, 2013 9:38:03 AM

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, W59
Alternative Versus
W101 Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

From: psnOball@aol.com [mailto:psnQOball@aol.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 12, 2013 7:34 AM

To: Projects; "<projects"@azdot.gov

Subject: 202 loop

| feel that the proposed route to | 10 and 59th Ave hook up is a bad idea as it will add to traffic jams
on | 10 at that point.

| advise that the loop take the W101 alternative and be a straight shot north. | realize that pressure is
attached to the 59th as people want to be closer to downtown in their commute, however, that can be
obtained by adding a expressway up 59 th ave to | 10 with limited access at every mile. A mini
freeway.

But until all this stuff is delt with maybe make a deal withthe Reservation about a toll road connecting
the pecos and 51st. going past the casino. A 2 lane short cut other than the long round about one
travels now to the South.

Phoil Van Dyke

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments.

Alternatives

According to 23 Code of Federal Regulations §771.111(f),” the action evaluated
in the environmental impact statement must connect logical termini and be of
sufficient length to address environmental matters on a broad scope...”. The
proposed action should satisfy the project need and should be considered in
the context of the local area socioeconomics and topography, the future travel
demand, and other infrastructure improvements in the area. A partial freeway
from Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) to Laveen Village is not feasible because it
would not meet the proposed freeway’s identified purpose and need.

Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Alternatives, W59 | The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Alternative Versus | identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
4294 W101 Alternative | Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

1 MR. VAN DYKE: I'm all for a loop. I'm all for a

2 loop, okay? But as long as it is -- that it is a loop. And --
(:::) 3 and the 51st and fifty -- I mean the 59th and the 71st

4 alternatives are not a loop. They -- they desecrate the idea

5 of having a loop by -- by cutting it short, which will make --

6 make for congestion on I-10 considerable at those points.

7 Where traffic is going to come in and then it's
<:::) 8 going to go east or west on I-10, they're not going to widen
9 I-10, so you're going to have a mess. And anybody that lives

10 out west and uses the 10 to come into town is going to be very
11 upset, you know, because they're going to have to wait a lot
12 more time in traffic, you know, and burn a lot more gas.

13 Whereas, I hear now that the reason why they don't
14 want to use the 101 -- I guess it's the 101 alternative,

15 whatever the wide one is, the wide one here, yeah, the W-101 --
16 is that it would cut Tolleson in half and then they'd have to
17 take out 1300 homes, versus 59th Avenue, which is only, like,
18 53 homes, 53 houses or something like that, which would save
19 them a lot of money.

20 But it's -- But it's going to increase congestion

21 on I-10 considerably. If you've been to California, you know

22 that any time two freeways meet, what the congestion is like,
23 you know, any time of day. Okay? The -- So I say that, you
24 know, they have to somehow keep the -- keep the Loop 202 being

25 a loop. That's why we designed a loop, 1is to keep the traffic

Page 2
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

from getting inside of town and congesting the town.

Any traffic going east or west, in other words, if
you have a semi truck or something like that going east and
west, you don't want to go through town because it's going to
slow you down. And if you go -- If you use the 59th -- If
you're going to use the 59th Corridor that they have planned,
you're going to have to get back on the I-10 in the middle of
town again, you know. And it's going to be -- There's going to
be even more congestion there than if it was down at the 101,
where a lot of traffic could either go north and then -- and
also west.

And all T know is that the 59th Avenue and
71lst Avenue are -- are bad plans because it's not part of the
loop.

And I do say that we need to make 59th Avenue an
expressway, where, like, if you live north of town here, you go
up 51st Avenue, it gets to three lanes. But you have every --
every street comes in on it. Well, you need to not do that on
an expressway. You -- Only like on Dobbins and Elliott and the
major roads, you know, that are one mile apart would be the
access to the expressway, so there wouldn't be congestion
slowing down traffic between the lights.

And, that way, the Ahwatukee people, that want to
go around the mountain that way, can get downtown faster. But

we still need to keep the loop a loop.

Page 3
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I even made a comment, over there with the
reservation people, is that the reservation needs to continue
their -- their -- their four-lane road that goes past their
casino there, the Vee Quiva or whatever it is, and take it down
to Pecos Road, for now, because this is going to take years and
years to build, and make it a toll road. That way, you know, a
person can pay $2 to shortcut, to get from 51st Avenue to Pecos
and get into Tempe for $2, versus having to go all the way
through their town, which is 35 miles an hour, go all the way
down to the -- go all the way down to the road that goes to
Maricopa, and then come back into town that way, which would
save a lot of gas and time.

The reservation would make a lot of money and --
and drive right past their casino, for a refreshment break. I
don't know.

It's -- it's -- I think there's a lot of money that
needs to be spent on this, and it needs to be spent wisely,
not -- not just -- The cheapest route is not the best route,
you know?

And in fifty years from now, it -- it'll remain the
same. Gas will be a lot more expensive, and we'll have the
same problems. And people are not going to want to spend money
and gas, sitting in a car waiting for traffic, because we did
it wrong now. So that's all.

MR. HAYES: Robert Hayes. I have my little notes,

Code
2

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic—including truck traffic—to bypass already congested routes (see Final
Environmental Impact Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other
“loop” freeways in the Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain
Freeway would be a commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between

the eastern and western portions of Maricopa County. The alternative proposed
by the commenter is similar to the Riggs Road Alternative evaluated for the
proposed project. The reasons this alternative was eliminated from further study
are presented on page 3-9 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Further,
the Gila River Indian Community opposes any concept that doesn’t limit truck and
commuter traffic through its land (see page 2-8 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement).
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Code Comment Document

From: craig.vanengen

To: Projects

Subject: 1 support the 202 loop project

Date: Sunday, May 26, 2013 1:06:06 PM

I live in Laveen and I would like to show my support for the loop 202 project. It will
help our city and our state.

Thank you
Craig Van Engen
Laveen resident

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: 202 support

Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:51:42 AM

From: John Van Leuken [mailto:javanleuken@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 12:50 PM

To: Projects

Subject: 202 support

This e-mail is to express my feelings that either the Gila River tribe or ADOT get off the pot
and build the freeway

John & Audrey

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

05/15/13
CALLER:

DENISE VANCE
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

@ I support the freeway.

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

9:09 AM

CALLER ADDRESS:

1101 E. WARNER ROAD, #134, TEMPE, AZ 85284
EMAIL:

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD
SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL INCOMING CALL

DATE: TIME:

7/23/13 12:36 PM

CALLER: CALLER ADDRESS:

JAN VANDER ARC 2303 NORTH BULLMOOSE DRIVE, CHANDLER,
ARIZONA

PHONE: EMAIL:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:
@ I approve of the proposed routing of the freeway.
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Code Comment Document

Greg Vannoni Document Created: 5/26/2013 4:32:38 PM by Web Comment Form

I love the layout for the loop 202 expansion to support the greater Laveen area. It is
obvious that, over the past decade, much work has been done to align the freeway to satisfy
the the communities that will gain the most benefit from this expansion.

| know that a 202 expansion would help all commuters get between both east and west valley
with less fuel and time consumption.

@ PLEASE BUILD THE FREEWAY!

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: Support the 202 South Mountain Freeway
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:48:25 AM

From: Melinda Vasquez [mailto:MeVasquez@cenpatico.com]
Sent: Friday, May 17, 2013 4:00 PM

To: Projects

Subject: Support the 202 South Mountain Freeway

Please push this project through! We are bottle necking from Chandler and Ahwatukee to get in
through the 1-10 and with the 202, we could bypass that piece and cut down the traffic for both
directions!

Melinda Vasquez
Chief Officer
Cultural & Community Affairs

Cenpatico
1501 W Fountainhead Parkway, Suite 360
Tempe, AZ 85282

866-495-6738 x26105 office | mevasquez@cenpatico.com
480-317-6505 direct line

WARNING: This is a Privileged and Confidential communication that is intended only for the listed recipient(s) of this
message. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution of any protected personal health information contained
herein is prohibited by Arizona Revised Statutes §8-542, §36-441, and §41-1959 as well as by the Federal “HIPAA
Security Rule” located at 45 CFR Part 160 and Subparts A and C of Part 164. If you believe you have received this
message in error, please inform me immediately via e-mail at the address set forth above; destroy all printed copies; and
permanently delete the communication from your system. Thank you.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication contains information
intended for the use of the individuals to whom it is addressed

and may contain information that is privileged, confidential or

exempt from other disclosure under applicable law. If you are

not the intended recipient, you are notified that any disclosure,

printing, copying, distribution or use of the contents is prohibited.

If you have received this in error, please notify the sender

immediately by telephone or by returning it by return mail and then
permanently delete the communication from your system. Thank you.
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Code Comment Document

Code

Issue Response

Comment noted.

4326
——— 6 MR. VASQUEZ: My name is Roy Vasquez.
7 I've been a resident of the Phoenix metropolitan area
8 since 1978. 1I've experienced the massive
9 infrastructure improvement of the highways during
(::) 10 that period of time up until today and really see a
11 need for -- for this project to go forward. More
12 currently, I'm a resident of Laveen and will really
13 feel the impact of this project to my family life and
14 to the community that I live in.
15 One of the things that I'm in favor of is
16 what it will do for the arterial roads improvement,
17 the projected business improvement environment, also
18 a much needed hospital project. That impacted me
19 because several years ago, I had an appendix attack
20 and I had to go way to Avondale to get that taken
21 care of. So it will be more of a -- that was a
22 personal view point.
23 I think the routing from Pecos west
24 through the South Mountain area is important. It
25 will give a nice viewpoint for travelers. It will
Page 4
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 make -- relieve all the traffic congestion that goes
2 through Interstate 10 through downtown. Having
3 experienced that traffic jam, this will really be an
- 4 improvement. Thank you very much.
Page 5
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

05/15/13
CALLER:

LINDA VEGA
PHONE:
602-899-8363

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

beautiful day. Bye.

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

9:30 AM

CALLER ADDRESS:

1729 W. LARSON DRIVE, CHANDLER, AZ 85226
EMAIL:

@ I would like to inform you that I approve of the South Mountain Freeway. God bless you. Have a

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

05/10/13
CALLER:
LILAH VEGA
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

9:54 AM

CALLER ADDRESS:

1136 W. LYNNE LANE, PHOENIX, AZ 85041
EMAIL:

@ I am a registered voter who supports the plans for the Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

4359

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

MS. VELASQUEZ: Hi, thank you. I may not be as
eloquent of a speaker as my speakers before me, but I'm
here today as a mother that lives in Laveen. And we
moved there originally four years ago because we were
told there's going to be a lot more things that were
going to be built, and so far that has not happened
because we do not have the access to the 202. We can't
have a hospital, we don't have a rec center, I have to
drive my children 30 minutes just to, you know, take them
to dance classes.

I personally work in Tempe, I used to work in
North Scottsdale when I originally moved to Laveen and

that takes me the same amount of time to get to Tempe as

Page 9
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Code Comment Document

Code

Issue Response

Comment noted.

10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17

it took me to get all the way up to the Desert Ridge
area, so I know that we need this 202. We need a
hospital. When I gave birth to my son, it took me 40
minutes to get to the hospital just to be able to give
birth.

I mean, I understand about South Mountain, I
love hiking, I'm a biker. I mean, when you do build the
202, we definitely want the bike route along it so we can
have that access. We want sound-proof barriers, we want
it to be pretty, we don't necessarily want to destroy
South Mountain, but we also need to make some sacrifices
in order to, you know, take into account all of the extra
building that's going to be happening in Laveen shortly.

We can't overlook the fact that all the growth
is still going to be continuing within the next ten
years, and now is our opportunity to be able to handle
all the extra traffic, especially with the casino that

will be opening in July. Thank you.
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Code Comment Document

90,
00,
®

00

Ramon Velasquez Document Created: 7/24/2013 3:54:49 PM by Web Comment Form

The effort to keep traffic moving has another option. Begin farther south away from the
City connect to the 1-10 west of the town Buckeye. We live in a valley, all the air pollution
stays down in the valley. View this from Sunset Point coming south. People and commercial
traffic needing to the 1-10 only can avoid city traffic by beginning father south and ending
farther west. Cutting thru South Mountain is just ridiculous. Education and common sense
HAS to meet somewhere is this project. Do you want a freeway next to your house? Or tear
down a neighborhood unnecessary? Put the business and travel loop away from the city.
Manifold the freeways away from residential areas and reduce the downtown traffic and air
pollution. People who have a money interest will fight you all the way. Remember who
bought property along the CAP canal before it was built he advised his family to purchase
land there. This Senator is now retired. You and | wont make the decision, its the people
higher up who's strings are being pulled by special interest/investors. Air and traffic pollution
don't mean a thing to them, they don't live here. All it takes is one hazardous cargo truck
rolling over close to town to create a panic. A problem that could be avoided by directing that
traffic away from town. Its called PREVENTION thinking and planning. Thank You.

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9

of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control.
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated
from further consideration.

Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community
Alignment

Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Air Quality

According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during

the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved
mixing, winds typically were from the west.

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Neighborhoods/

Communities

Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was
conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known
material facts about a property to the buyer.)

Purpose and Need

The Proposed freeway is not a business or travel loop. The proposed freeway is
needed to serve projected growth in population and accompanying transportation
demand and to correct existing and projected transportation system deficiencies.
See Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, in the Final Environmental Impact Statement.

Hazardous
Materials

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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LOOP 202

Sovitth PousAain

Freeway Study 2013

Draft Environmental Impact Statement

COMMENT FORM

Thank you for participating in the South Mountain Freeway Draft It is helpful to ADOT ta receive comments on:
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

ADOT encourages all interested parties to submit written comments on any aspect
of the Draft EIS. ADOT will consider all comments in preparing the Final EIS, which
will include responses to all comments, final conclusions on potential impacts, and « Any informatian you feel is incomplete or incorrect.
ADOT’s final recommendation.

* A particular alternative, environmental impact
assessment, and/or draft mitigation.

o ) . » How the proposed action would affect you.
When submitting comments, please be as specific as possible and substantiate your (3N

concerns and recommendations.
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Comments must be received or poétmarked by July 24, 2013. Comments can be deposited at today’s meeting, emailed
to: projects@azdot.gov or mailed to: ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study, 1655 W. Jackson Street, MD 126F, Phoenix, AZ 85007

ADOT TRACS No.: 202L MA 054 H5764 011 « Federal-aid Project No.: NH-202-D{ADY) 4
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Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, E1
Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

2 Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife
3 Neighborhoods/ Prospective home buyers and members of the church built after the freeway was
Communities conceived, according to State law, should have been informed of the proposed
facility. (Sellers are obligated by Arizona common law to disclose all known
material facts about a property to the buyer.)
4 Air Quality The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
5 Noise
6 Alternatives, W59
Alternative Versus
W101 Alternative
7 Purpose and
Need, Truck
Bypass
8 Hazardous
Materials
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Code Comment Document
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LOOP 202

Freeway Study

Draft Environmental Impact Statement
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Code

9

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9

of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control.
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated
from further consideration.

10

Alternatives

The study includes an evaluation of the alternatives noted in “a,” “b,” and “c.” The
assessment and outcome are described on page 3-9 of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement. The study also considered an alignment on Gila River Indian
Community land (see page 3-24 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement),
but ultimately, the Gila River Indian Community voted against the alignment and it
was not carried forward for further study.

1

Alternatives

A Riggs Road Alternative was considered. It would replace 51st Avenue south of
its connection to Interstate 10 (Papago Freeway) for approximately 21 miles. It
would then replace approximately 4 miles of Beltline Road in an easterly direction.
At the Riggs Road/State Route 347 intersection, the alternative would replace
approximately 3 miles of Riggs Road before connecting to Interstate 10 (Maricopa
Freeway) (see Final Environmental Impact Statement page 3-9). Nearly two-thirds
of any alternative using Riggs Road would be on Gila River Indian Community
land. While the Riggs Road Alternative would serve regional mobility needs,
particularly of those living in the Maricopa area, meeting this travel demand would
not address specific planning goals for an integrated regional transportation
network. The Regional Transportation Plan identifies the proposed South Mountain
Freeway as a critical link in the Regional Freeway and Highway System. The Riggs
Road Alternative would not complete the Phoenix metropolitan area’s loop system
as part of State Route 202L, thereby causing substantial out-of-direction travel

for motorists. Therefore, the Riggs Road Alternative would not meet the project’s
purpose and need criteria and was eliminated from further study.

12

Alternatives,
Gila River Indian
Community
Alignment

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

(Responses continue on next page)
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Code Comment Document

Code
13

Issue

Public Involvement

Response

Public comments are a vital component in the decision-making process.

Public comments have been solicited from project inception and through key
milestones in the environmental impact statement process. The interests and
needs of the public, along with all other social, economic, and environmental
issues and impacts, must be fully analyzed and included in the Draft and Final
Environmental Impact Statements. Comments made during development of

the Draft Environmental Impact Statement have been used to adjust plans,
explore new questions, or make changes—all within the scope of the National
Environmental Policy Act. Public comments received on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement was reviewed and addressed in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement. Public comments received on the Final Environmental
Impact Statement will also be considered and addressed as appropriate. More
information about the entire public involvement process up to publication of the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement is available in Chapter 6, Comments and
Coordination, of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
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Code

Comment Document

From: bethver@aol.com
To: Projects
Subject: 202 South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 5:31:52 PM
aa | am adamantly opposed to building the freeway on the Pecos Road route in Ahwatukee. It will
‘ substantially increase the air pollution and noise throughout the Ahwatukee area. You should do

° everything within your power to have the freeway relocated further south on the Gila Indian reservation,

Thank you.

Wanda Vermeer
Resident of Ahwatukee

Code Issue
1 Alternatives, E1
Alternative
2 Air Quality
3 Noise
4 Alternatives,

Gila River Indian
Community
Alignment

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.




B3394 - Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Dawn M. Vetter

Projects

I am opposed to the South Mountain Freeway
Wednesday, July 24, 2013 1:08:37 PM

The South Mountain Freeway would cut through a portion of South Mountain Park, exacerbate air quality
problems, destroy wildlife habitat and cut off wildlife movement corridors, endanger public health, and
more. It would also continue the Arizona Department of Transportation's (ADOT) short-sighted focus rather
than looking toward long-term transportation solutions such as better mass transit.

I kindly ask that you please select the No Build Alternative in order to protect our environment and our

communities.
Sincerely,

Dawn Vetter

Dawn Vetter, Receptionist
Jaburg Wilk, PC
3200 N. Central Ave.
Suite 2000
Phoenix, AZ 85012
602-248-1000
www.jaburgwilk.com

"Until one has loved an animal, part of their soul remains unawakened."

Code Issue

1 Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

2 Air Quality

3 Biology, Plants,
and Wildlife

4 Health Effects

5 Alternatives,
Nonfreeway
Alternatives

6 Alternatives, No-

Action (No-Build)
Alternative

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

Anderson Vieira Document Created: 5/21/2013 2:31:20 PM by Web Comment Form
I think the Loop 202 will help in improving the traffic of the east valley, mainly in the I-10
@ westbound and 101 north portions. This will certainly contribute to improve quality of life of
people in the great Phoenix area. | am looking foward to seeing the loop 202 constructed.
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

Nathan Vigness Document Created: 5/21/2013 3:53:18 PM by Web Comment Form
I am in favor of building the South Mountain Freeway. As a resident of Laveen | am
excited about the prospect of getting new business to move into the area and create a better
@ way of life for Laveen residents. | also see a great benefit of a bybass for those who would
not like to sit idol in traffic through Phoenix to head south on [10. | see a great economic
impact as well as enviromental impact that we can not get wrong. Please move forward with
this project!
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Code Comment Document Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.

From: Projects

To: ADOT

Subject: FW: The 202

Date: Wednesday, May 22, 2013 10:50:02 AM

From: Genny Villa [mailto:genny.villa29@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 21, 2013 3:02 PM

To: Projects

Subject: The 202

To Whom It May Concern,

Although my husband and I will not be able to attend the public hearing today we want to let
you know that as residents of Laveen for almost eight years, we are very much in favor of
this freeway being built. We have heard about it since we moved here and hopefully it will
become a reality before too much longer.

Respectfully Submitted,

Genny and Vincent Villa
(602) 237-7478
11229 .

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments.
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Code
1

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County.

The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9

of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control.
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated
from further consideration.

Purpose and
Need, Lack of
Support

Alternatives, W59
Alternative Versus
W101 Alternative

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.
ADOT encourages all interested parties to submit written comments on any aspect
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Code
1

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The proposed freeway is part of a transportation system developed to improve
mobility in the region by increasing capacity and providing alternatives to allow
traffic to bypass already congested routes (see Final Environmental Impact
Statement pages 1-21, 1-22, 3-1, and 3-3). Like other “loop” freeways in the
Phoenix metropolitan area, the proposed South Mountain Freeway would be a
commuter corridor, helping to move local traffic between the eastern and western
portions of Maricopa County.

The study considered an alternative that would run along Interstate 8 in Casa
Grande to State Route 85 from Gila Bend to Interstate 10 (see text on page 3-9

of the Final Environmental Impact Statement). State Route 85 is currently being
reconstructed as a four-lane, divided highway with limited-access control, and
Interstate 8 is a four-lane, divided Interstate freeway with full access control.
Existing signs at each terminus designate the route as a truck bypass of the
metropolitan Phoenix area. This route would continue to be available for interstate
and interregional travel, but it would not meet the proposed action purpose and
need as part of a regional transportation network and, therefore, was eliminated
from further consideration.

Planning

The proposed freeway is part of the multimodal Regional Transportation Plan (see
Draft Environmental Impact Statement page 1-5 for more information regarding
the Regional Transportation Plan). The Regional Transportation Plan addresses freeways,
streets, transit, airports, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, freight, demand
management, system management, and safety. The proposed freeway is only one
part of the overall multimodal transportation system planned to meet the travel
demand needs of the Maricopa Association of Governments region.

The Maricopa Association of Governments, as the region’s metropolitan planning
organization, has the responsibility to perform regional multimodal planning.

The Arizona Department of Transportation is charged with implementation of
the freeway program (of which the proposed freeway is a part) within the Regional
Transportation Plan. Similarly, Valley Metro is charged with implementing the transit
program within the Regional Transportation Plan.

Air Quality

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Response

The locations of the planned interchanges were determined in coordination with
the City of Phoenix. The current plan balances the need to minimize impacts on

the adjacent community with the need to provide acceptable access to the region’s
transportation system.
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5 Alternatives, The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
Nonfreeway identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Alternatives Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted

Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.
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Air Quality

Response

According to the Arizona Department of Transportation, 2013, Air Quality
Assessment South Mountain Freeway 202L Draft Report, review of wind data from the
Gila River Indian Community monitoring site at St. Johns suggests that during

the morning hours and associated with mountain-drainage air flows and stable
atmospheric conditions, wind flows are from the southeast and follow the Gila
River channel to the north. Locations to the east of St. Johns tend to flow from
the east to the lower elevations along the Gila River. During the warmer hours’
improved mixing, flows typically follow the river channel and come from the north
and northwest. Likewise, during a 1-month-long meteorological monitoring period
(November 20, 2006, through December 21, 2006) at Pecos Road and 40th Street
and a second 1-month-long monitoring period at Pecos Road and 24th and 40th
streets (April 19, 2007, through May 21, 2007), winds during the morning hours
typically were from the northeast. During the warmer hours, and with improved
mixing, winds typically were from the west.
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1 Comment noted.

From: Greg Vogel

To: Projects

Subject: BUILD NOW - Loop 202 - South Mountain Freeway
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 6:06:29 AM

To Whom it May Concern

@ I am writing this letter in support of getting the Loop 202 South
Mountain Freeway moving forward. We represent land and business
owners that will benefit from building this stalled freeway. While they
will directly benefit, I cannot overstate the importance of building this
freeway now and its importance to all citizens of our State.

- relief of existing and coming massive congestion along Interstate 10
atI-17

- Jobs that will be created by the construction of the freeway

-tax base in property, income, sales all increasing and benefiting the
entire State

-environmental benefits of relief of congestion

This freeway has been on the books for almost 30 years. It is time for
the State, City and local governing bodies to step up and lead and
build this massive missing link to our transportation network.

We look forward to seeing this Freeway completed this decade.

Greg J. Vogel

Chief Executive Officer, Land Advisors Organization

4900 North Scottsdale Road, Suite 3000, Scottsdale, Arizona 85251
480.483.8100 fax | 480.483.8000 web | www.landadvisors.com

(PPlease consider the environment before printing this e-mail.
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1 Alternatives The double-deck option suggested in the comment would have similar benefits
and impacts as the Bridge Alternatives evaluated in the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (see pages 3-13 and 5-20). Options to build a bridge through
or over the South Mountains were eliminated from further study because of
incident management, constructibility and maintenance issues, future expansion

Toom: frojecs limitations, substantially higher estimated construction costs, and undesirable
Subject: FW: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway intrusion-related impacts.
Date: Monday, May 20, 2013 8:24:52 AM

From: Dave Von Tersch [mailto:djvontersch@q.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 19, 2013 9:40 AM

To: Projects

Subject: Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway

Dear Sir / Madam,

Several months ago, I suggested that Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway

consider (if feasible) a “double deck” design, similar to I-70 Colorado’s
@ double decker through Glenwood Canyon. At that time, the answer I

received was NOT adequate.

Please provide detailed information as to why this “double deck” suggestion

is not a viable solution.

Dave & Jeannie Von Tersch
12007 S. Crow Ct.

Phoenix, AZ. 85044
480-753-4166
djvontersch@q.com

b% Please consider your environmental responsibility before printing this e-mail

Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the
person(s)/entity(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution
is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus
attachments.




B3412 .- Comment Response Appendix

Code Comment Document

4367

20

21

23
24

25

I came here primarily because I understood that
the freeway was going to make a loop and enter our
reservation at Pecos Road, and my niece just told me that
I was mistaken, that it's not going to, that it is going

to stay on Pecos Road, so my presentation is really

e}

ineffective and has no balance as to -- like I said, my
whole thought is to not put anything on the reservation,
because we cannot lose any more land, and I congratulate
you on the wise decision not to put it on the Ahwatukee
side, and I think that'll be best for everybody and speed
up the process of the freeway and so forth. And I thank
you very much, and that's all I have to say. Thank you.

THE FACILITATOR: Thank you.

Do we have another name up there? There it is.

Dave Von Tersch. Did I pronounce that right?
Dave Von Tersch.

As a reminder, anyone in the auditorium, if you
would like to speak just register at the front desk, your
name will appear on the screen, and we will call you up.

Ken Lapierre.

Dave Von Tersch, is that you, sir?

MR. VON TERSCH: Hi, my name is Dave Von Tersch,
I live in Ahwatukee. 1I'd like to suggest, as long as
there's no ordinance against it or law against it, that

the committee 202 project team might consider a

Page 22

Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525

www.drivernix.com

(Comment codes begin on next page)

Code
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Response
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{——— ‘ 1 double-deck approach to the proposed freeway. Thank you.

Page 23

Driver and Nix Court Reporters - (602) 266-6525
www.drivernix.com

Code
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Issue

Alternatives

Response

The double-deck option suggested in the comment would have similar benefits
and impacts as the Bridge Alternatives evaluated in the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (see pages 3-13 and 5-20). Options to build a bridge through
or over the South Mountains were eliminated from further study because of
incident management, constructibility and maintenance issues, future expansion
limitations, substantially higher estimated construction costs, and undesirable
intrusion-related impacts.
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Code Comment Document

©

LOOP 202

Freeway Study 2013

Draft Environmental Impact Statement

COMMENT FORM

Thank you for participating in the South Mountain Freeway Draft It is helpful to ADOT to receive comments on:
Environmental Impact Statement public comment process.

ADOT encourages all interested parties to submit written comments on any d&p ect
of the Draft E15, AROT will censider all comments in preparing the Final EIS, which
will include responses to all comments, final conclusions on potential impacts, and
ADOT's final recommendation.

When submitting comments, please be as spacific as possible and substantiate yaur
eoncerns and recommendations,

Comments must be received or postmarked by July 24, 2013.
Hos o * Double Deck" . B pitih b liip - )
Conei A e ed? T4 Ne T g = ”wouf A <.‘1_Jc}j}*!"_:'~"fi_ —f‘kﬁ‘]t_
o " Double Decl™ De s.rjf»’ he roniidered (N
applica ble avre a_.-s}.

Optional
mame_LaV € Mol T o s C-_-:"n-*-

adiss [ 20077 4, CFHWY (.
City ?{-!\’_“‘f"; State H‘-?:-'

Phone Fax

Email .-':IL-‘ 'U’FU-'\:" -i_fArﬁﬂ‘tv({D f?'; C_pny

m 259 Yy

Comments must be received or postmarked by July 24, 2013. Comments can be deposited at today's meeting, emailed
ta: projects@ardot.gov or mailed to: ADOT Loop 202 South Mountain Freeway Study, 1655 WL Jacksan Street, MO 128F, Phoenis, AZ 85007

ADOT TRACS Mo, - 3021 MA 05 HEPE1 011 » Federal-éd Peojec] Mo, NH-202-DUADY) ]

WL O gt o Bosapaiphon.

FOR MORE INFORMATION:
axdot.gov/SouthMountainFreeway

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives

Response

The double-deck option suggested in the comment would have similar benefits
and impacts as the Bridge Alternatives evaluated in the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (see pages 3-13 and 5-20). Options to build a bridge through
or over the South Mountains were eliminated from further study because of
incident management, constructibility and maintenance issues, future expansion
limitations, substantially higher estimated construction costs, and undesirable
intrusion-related impacts.
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Code Comment Document

TELEPHONE CONVERSATION RECORD

INCOMING CALL
DATE:

05/13/13

CALLER:

DONNA VOTE-BRACY
PHONE:

CALLER REMARKS/QUESTIONS:

SOUTH MOUNTAIN FREEWAY INFORMATION LINE

INCOMING CALL
TIME:

4:56 PM

CALLER ADDRESS:

107 W. GENEVA CIRCLE, TEMPE, AZ 85282
EMAIL:

We are in support of the new Loop 202 Freeway, south of the South Mountain for better traffic control
and easing of the congestion on the existing freeways running north of South Mountain.

Code Issue Response

1 Comment noted.
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Code Comment Document

OlO,

From: DIENTRIFICATION ,PHX

To: Projects

Subject: Phoenix Native against a 202 freeway South Mountain Option
Date: Wednesday, July 24, 2013 3:52:45 PM

Code
1

Issue

Alternatives, No-
Action (No-Build)
Alternative

Section 4(f) and
Section 6(f)

Response

The Arizona Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration
identified several issues and concerns that were frequently noted by commenters.
Responses to these issues can be found in the Responses to Frequently Submitted
Public Comments beginning on page B733 of this appendix.

Hello and thanks for possibly taking my input!

My name's Alex Votichenko,born and raised here in the valley and I just want to
urge you to please consider a No Build Option for the the 202 extension through
part of the South Mountain preserve-it's really a cherished landmark and point of
pride here in the valley,all of the preserve really.

I bring out of town visitors to the park frequently and it's important to so so many
valley residents.

Thank You !

Alex Votichenko
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